86TH CoNGRESS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES ReEpPortT 
[st Session No. &04 





{MENDING THE ACT ENTITLED “AN ACT TO REGULATE THE 
PLACING OF CHILDREN IN FAMILY HOMES, AND FOR OTHER 
PURPOSES,” APPROVED APRIL 22, 1944, AS AMENDED 


Auaus? 7, 1959.—Committed to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union and ordered to be printed 


Mr. McMrian, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
submitted the following 


REPORT 


[To accompany 8. 746} 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 746) to amend the act entitled “An act to regulate the 
placing of children in family homes, and for other purposes,” approved 
April 22, 1944, as amended, and for other purposes, having considered 
the same, report favorably thereon with an amendment and recom- 
mend that the bill do pass. 

The amendment is as follows: 

On page 3, line 11, after the word “witness’’, strike out “, or before 
a person authorized by law to administer an oath’’. 

The purpose of this bill is to amend the act regulating the placing 
of children in family homes (approved April 22, 1944). 

This bill would permit the Commissioners of the District to delegate 
their authority contained in existing law to execute agreements with 
any person, firm, corporation, association, or public agency authorized 
by a State or country for the care and placement of minors to allow 
the person, agency, etc., to place nonresident children in foster or 
adoption homes in the District. 

Under present law authority exists in the Commissioners to execute 
agreements with any person, firm, corporation, association, or public 
agency licensed or authorized by a State or country for the care and 
placement of minors permitting such person, firm, corporation, 
association, or public agency to place nonresident children in foster 
or adoption homes in the District of Columbia. The power of the 
Commissioners to delegate their authority to execute such agreements 
is doubtful. Experience indicates the desirability of delegating this 
authority. The second section of the bill authorizes such delegation. 
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It is anticipated that there will be some decrease in cost to the 
District of Columbia as a result of enactment of the bill. 
No witnesses appeared in opposition to the proposed bill. 









CHANGES IN EXISTING LAW 






In compliance with paragraph 3 of rule XIII of the Rules of the 
House of Representatives, changes in existing law made by the bill, as 
introduced, are shown as follows (existing law proposed to be omitted 
is enclosed in black brackets, new matter is printed in italics, existing 
law in which no change is proposed is shown in roman); 









(58 Strat. 194; 68 Strat. 248; 70 Star. 113) 


Src. 6. (a) Whenever a licensed child-placing agency shall have 
been given the permanent care and guardianship of any child and the 
rights of the parent or parents of such child shall have been terminated 
by order of a court of competent jurisdiction or by a legally executed 
relinquishment of parental rights, the agency is vested with parental 
rights and may consent to the adoption of the child pursuant to the 
statutes regulating adoption procedure. Minority of a natural parent 
shall not be a bar to such parent’s relinquishment to a licensed agency. 
Any relinquishment of parental rights other than by court order as 
provided [above,] in this subsection may be revoked upon the written 
consent of all the parties to said relinquishment and any such relin- 
quishment may be transferred from one licensed child-placing agency 
to another licensed child-placing agency, in which case the second 
agency shall assume all the rights and duties of the first agency. For 
the purpose of this section, “licensed child-placing agency”’ shall mean 
any child-placing agency licensed pursuant to this Act or any child- 
placing agency licensed or authorized [by another State or country 
for the care and placement of minors. Such transfer or relinquish- 
ment shall be filed in the Domestic Relations Branch of the Municipal 
Court for the District of Columbia, as hereinafter provided in this 
section. Jby any State, Territory, or possession of the United States, by 
the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, or by any foreign country or any 
state, province, or other governmental division of any foreign country for 
the care and placement of minors. Such transfer or relinquishment shall 
be filed in the domestic relations branch of the municipal court for the 
District of Columbia, as hereinafter provided in this section. Except in 
proceedings for adoption, no parent may voluntarily assign or otherwise 
transfer to another his rights and duties with respect to the permanent 
care and control of a child under sixteen years of age unless such relin- 
quishment of parental rights 1s made to a licensed child-placing agency. 
Such relinquishment of parental rights shall be a statement in writing 
signed by the person relinquishing such parental rights who shall sub- 
scribe his name thereto and acknowledge the same before a representative 
of the licensed child-placing agency in the presence of at least one witness, 
or before a person authorized by law to administer an oath. Said 
relinquishment of parental rights shall be recorded and filed in a properly 
sealed file in the domestic relations branch of the municipal court for the 
District of Columbia. The seal of said file shall not be broken except 
for good cause shown and upon the written order of a judge of said court. 
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[Except in proceedings for adoption no parent may voluntarily 
assign or otherwise transfer to another his rights and duties with 
respect to the permanent care and control of a child under sixteen 
years of age unless such relinquishment of parental rights is made to 
a licensed child-placing agency. Such re inquishment of parental 
rights shall be a statement in writing signed by the person relinquish- 
ing such parental rights who shall subscribe his name thereto and 
ac ‘knowledge the same before a representative of the licensed child- 
placing agency in the presence of at least one witness. Said relin- 
quishment of parental rights shall be recorded and filed in a properly 
sealed file in the Domestic Relations Branch of the Municipal Court 
for the District of Columbia. ‘The seal of said file shall not be broken 
except for good cause shown and upon the written order of a justice 
of said court.] 

(b) The Commissioners or their designated agents are empowered 
to accept permanent care and guardianship of any child by a legally 
executed relinquishment of parental rights and when vested with such 
parental rights shall exercise them in ‘the same manner as prescribed 
herein for a licensed child-placing agency. Such pvrental relinquish- 
ment taken by the Commissioners or their designated agents shall be 
subject to the same rights and requirements as to form, transfer, and 
disposition as are prescribed herein for a licensed child-placing agency. 

* 7 ~ *~ * ~ x 

Sec. 13. As used in this Act, the term “Commissioners” means the 
Board of Commissioners of the District of Columbia or their designated 
agents. The performance of any function vested by this Act in the Board 
of Commissioners or in any office or agency under the jurisdiction and 
control of said Board of Commissioners may be delegated by said Board 
of Commissioners in accordance with section 3 of Reorganization Plan 
Numbered 5 of 1952 (66 Stat. 824) 


O 
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REPEALING THE ACT APPROVED MARCH 3, 1897, AND TO AMEND 
THE ACT APPROVED DECEMBER 20, 1944, RELATING TO FEES 
FOR TRANSCRIPTS OF CERTAIN RECORDS IN THE DISTRICT 
OF COLUMBIA 


Avaust 7, 1959.—Committed to the Committee of the Whole House on the State 
of the Union and ordered to be printed 


Mr. McMittan, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
submitted the following 


REPORT 


[To accompany 8. 1371] 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1371) to repeal the act approved March 3, 1897, and to 
amend the act approved December 20, 1944, relating to fees for 
transcripts of certain records in the District of Columbia, having con- 
sidered the same, report favorably thereon without amendment and 
recommend that the bill, S. 1371, do pass. 

The purpose of the bill, as amended, is to repeal the act approved 
March 3, 1897, and to amend the act approved December 20, 1944, 
relating to fees for transcripts of certain records in the District of 
Columbia, so as to require that the Commissioners of the District. of 
Columbia in establishing fees to be charged for the reproduction of 
certificates, copies, and transcripts of official records, to set such fees 
at an amount that shall not exceed the reasonably estimated cost of 
providing the reproductions. The legislation also places the issuance 
of copies of official records of births and deaths in the District of 
Columbia in the same category as the issuance of copies of other 
official records. Reproduction of records for Federal agencies without 
charge, now provided under existing law, would be retained in the 
measure as reported. 

It was pointed out in the course of testimony taken in hearings that 
under existing law a fixed fee of 50 cents must be charged for the 
issuance of a copy of a birth or death record. In fiscal year 1958, 
according to a communication from the District government, the 
cost of reproducing the records of births and deaths exceeded the 
return to the District by way of fees, by a sum amounting to $3,450. 
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RELATING TO FEES FOR TRANSCRIPTS IN D.C. 


It was further indicated to the committee that unless remedial 
action were taken by the Congress, it would be reasonable to expect 
this annual deficit to continue to grow, since the deficit for 1958 does 
not fully reflect the cost for a full year of recent salary and postal rate 
increase legislation. 

It is the understanding of the committee that the fees to be set in 
accordance with the proposed legislation will reflect with reasonable 
accuracy the cost of providing the services to the public. 


CHANGES IN EXISTING LAW 


In compliance with paragraph 3 of rule XIII of the Rules of the 
House of Representatives, changes in existing law made by thie bill, 
as introduced, are shown as follows (existing law proposed to be 
omitted is enclosed in black brackets, new matter is printed in italic, 
existing law in which no change is proposed is shown in roman): 


(29 Stat. 695) 


[That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they 
are hereby authorized and directed to collect a fee of fifty cents, to 
be paid to the collector of taxes, and by him to be deposited in the 
United States Treasury to the credit of the District of Columbia for 
each transcript from the records of births, deaths, and marriages 
in the health department of said District. Provided, That no one 
transcript shall be made so as to appy to more than one birth, death 
or marriage: And provided further, That no fee shall be charged for 
transcripts furnished the various departments of the United States 
Government for official purposes. 

[Sec. 2. That this Act shall take effect thirty days after its 
passage. J 

(58 Stat. 819) 


(g) To fix, assess, and collect fees for copies of orders, regulations, 
peamnats, certificates, and transcripts of records furnished by the 

istrict of Columbia [such fees to be paid to the Collector of Taxes 
and] including, but not limited to, transcripts of records of births and 
deaths. No one transcript shall be made so as to apply to more than one 
birth or death. No fee shall be charged for certificates, copies or transcripts 
furnished the various departments of the United States Government for 
official purposes. Such fees shall not exceed the reasonably estimated cost 
of providing such copies, certificates, and transcripts, and shall be 
deposited in the Treasury of the United States to the credit of the 
District of Columbia. O 
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DIRECTING THE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
TO CAUSE A STUDY TO BE MADE OF ALL FACTORS INVOLVED 
IN THE ESTABLISHMENT, CONSTRUCTION, AND OPERATION OF 
HELIPORTS WITHIN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


Avuaust 7, 1959.—Committed to the Committee of the Whole House on the State 
of the Union and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. McMuan, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
submitted the following 


REPORT 


[To accompany S.J. Res. 52] 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred 


the joint resolution (S.J. Res. 52) directing the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia to cause a study to be made of all factors 
involved in the establishment, construction, and operation of heliports 
within the District of Columbia, having considered the same, report 
favorably thereon without amendment and recommend that the 
joint resolution do pass. 

The purpace of this joint resolution is to direct the Commissioners 


of the District of Columbia to investigate and cause to be made a 
a study of all factors involved in the establishment, construction, and 
operation of heliports within the District of Columbia on sites con- 
venient to and in close proximity with the downtown, government, 
and commercial areas of the District of Columbia. 

The resolution also authorizes the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to secure information which may bear on the subject of 
heliports, from independent and private or governmental sources, or 
both, and further, it directs such governmental agencies from whom 
the Commissioners have requested information dealing with heliports 
to furnish such information directly to them. 

The Commissioners are to make a full report to the Congress on or 
before June 30, 1960, submitting the results of the investigation and 
study, together with such recommendations as they deem advisable. 

Such sums as may be necessary to carry out the provisions of this 
joint resolution are authorized to be appropriated out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 
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ESTABLISHMENT OF HELIPORTS WITHIN D.C. 


A subcommittee of the House District Committee held hearings 
on this resolution on Wednesday, July 22, and at the hearing no one 
appeared in opposition to the bill. 

rhis legislation has the approval of the District Commissioners, and 
the cost of such study has been estimated at $25,000. 


O 
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AMENDING THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA TEACHERS’ 
SALARY ACT OF 1955, AS AMENDED 


Auaust 7, 1959.—Committed to the Committee of the Whole House on the State 
of the Union and ordered to be printed 


Mr. McMituan, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
submitted the following 


REPORT 


[To accompany H.R. 6585] 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred 
the bill (H.R. 6585) to amend the District of Columbia Teachers’ 
Salary Act of 1955, as amended, having considered the same, report 
favorably thereon with amendments and recommend that the bill 
H.R. 6585 as amended do pass. 

The amendment is as follows: 

Strike all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the 
following: 


That the Act entitled ‘‘An Act to fix and regulate the salaries of teachers, school 
officers, and other employees of the Board of Education of the District of Colum- 
bia, and for other purposes’, approved August 5, 1955 (69 Stat. 521, ch. 569), 
as amended, is amended as follows: 

(1) Subsection (a) of section 2 is amended by inserting immediately before the 
period at the end of the fourth sentence the following: “, and except that a person 
not possessing a master’s degree who was appointed on probationary or permanent 
status before July 1, 1959, to a position as a nonshop teacher in the vocational 
education program may continue to be employed in such a position, and except 
that a person not possessing a master’s degree who was on the list of eligible candi- 
dates for any such position before July 1, 1959, may continue to be eligible for 
such position until the expiration of such eligible list’’. 

(2) Section 13, as amended, is amended by adding thereto the following sub- 
section: 

“(d) The Board, with the approval of the Board of Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, is hereby authorized to pay additional compensation, over and 
above the salaries in the salary schedule in section 1 of this Act, in amounts not 
to exceed in the aggregate 15 per centum of the salary received as prescrited in 
section 1, to elementary and secondary school classroom teachers in salary class 
18 who are assigned by the Superintendent of Schools or his designated agent or 
agents to perform extra duties, on a continuing basis, during hours beyond the 
regular schoolday: Provided, That a teacher, to be eligible for such additional 
compensation, must also be assigned the standard load for a regular day schoo 
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teacher at his respective school level, as designated by such Board. The Board 
is further authorized, with the approval of the Board of Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia, on the written recommendation of the Superintendent of 
Schools, to fix or prescribe the amount of additional compensation for teachers 
who perform such extra duty. Payment of such additional compensation shall 
be made in a lump sum at the end of the school year or upon termination of service 
for that portion of services rendered. Such additional compensation shall not 
be subject to deduction or withholding for retirement or insurance, and such addi- 
tional compensation shall not be considered as salary (1) for the purpose of com- 
puting annuities pursuant to the Act entitled ‘An Act for the retirement of public 
schoolteachers in the District of Columbia’, approved August 7, 1946 (60 Stat. 
875, ch. 779), as amended, or (2) for the purpose of computing insurance coverage 
under the Act entitled ‘An Act to authorize the Civil Service Commission to make 
available group life insurance for civilian officers and employees in the Federal 
service, and for other purposes’, approved August 17, 1954 (68 Stat. 736), as 
amended.” 

Suc. 2. The Board of Education of the District of Columbia, with the approval! 
of the Board of Commissioners of the District of Columbia, is hereby authorized 
to make such regulations as may be necessary to carry out the purposes of this 


ct. 
Sec. 3. This Act shall take effect July 1, 1959. 
HISTORY OF LEGISLATION 


The fundamental purpose of this bill is to amend the District of 
Columbia Teachers’ Salary Act of 1955 (Public Law 243, 84th Cong., 
1st sess., ch. 569), as amended, to (1) authorize the Board of Educa- 
tion to pay additional compensation over and above the salaries in 
section 1 of this act, to classroom teachers who are assigned by the 
Superintendent of Schools or his designated agent to perform extra 
duties on a continuing basis during hours beyond the regular school- 
day and (2) to provide an exception to the master’s degree require- 
ment of section 2 of this act for those nonshop teachers in the voca- 
tional educational program not satisfying this qualification require- 
ment who were appointed or placed on a list of eligibles before July 1, 
1959. 

Hearings were conducted on this bill on May 8 and May 20, 1959, 
at which the President of the Board of Commissioners, the Superin- 
tendent of Schools, representatives of the District of Columbia Educa- 
tion Association, and many others testified. After careful considera- 
tion of the testimony, the committee approved H.R. 6585, as amended. 

The bill as approved by the committee differs from H.R. 6585 as 
introduced in the following particulars: 

1. It eliminates the schedule of specific types of activities to be 
compensated for and the amounts of compensation to be paid and, 
instead, grants authority to the Board of Education, with the approval! 
of the Board of Commissioners, to prescribe these activities and fix 
the amounts of compensation, with the limitation that the amount 
paid to a teacher, salary class 18, shall not exceed, in the aggregate, 
15 percent of the salary received as prescribed in section 1 of the act. 

2. It provides for payment to elementary as well as secondary 
schoolteachers, whereas the bill as introduced limited payments to 
teachers in vocational and junior and senior high schools, 


COST DATA 


The estimated cost of the extra duty pay provision of H.R. 6585 is 
approximately $162,400 for the first year and will be applicable to 
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427 teachers. The amendments as approved by the committee do not 
affect the first-year costs since H.R. 6585 as introduced included all 
teachers for whom payment is proposed by the Board of Education 
for the first year. There will be no additional cost to the District 
of Columbia by enactment of the amendment to section 2. 


CHANGES IN EXISTING LAW 


In compliance with clause 3 of rule XIII of the Rules of the House 
of Representatives, changes in existing law made by the bill, as 
introduced, are shown as follows (existing law proposed to be omitted 
is enclosed in black brackets, new matter is printed in italics, existing 
law in which no change is proposed i is shown in roman): 


SrecTIoNns 1 AND 2(a) or THE District or CoLUMBIA TEACHERS’ SALARY 
Act or 1955, as AMENDED 


TITLE I—SALARY SCHEDULES 


Section 1. (a) That the following are the salary schedules for 
teachers, school officers, and certain other employees of the Board of 
Education of the District of Columbia whose positions are included 
therein: 


Service 
Salary class and position step 1 | Service | Service | Service | Service | Service 
= step 2 | step3 step 5 | step 6 


Class 1: 
Superintendent of Schools 

Class 2: 

ne er superintendent ; $14, 425 |$14,650 |$14, $15, 100 | $15,325 
ss 3: | 


Assistant superintendent; president, teachers 
college 2 12,625 | 12,850 | 13,075 | 13,300 | 13, 525 
Class 4: 
a Dean, teachers college 11, 525 | 11,750 | 11,975 | 12,200 | 12,425 
Dlass 5: 
Group B, master’s degree 10, 125 | 10,350 | 10,575 | 10, 800 11, 025 
Group C, master’s degree plus 30 credit hours ; 10,325 | 10,550 | 10,775 | 11,000 11, 225 
Dean of students, teachers college. 
Executive assistant to superintendent. 
Psychiatrist. 
Class 6: 
Group A, bachelor’s degree 
Group B, master’s degree 
Group C, master’s degree plus 30 credit hours 
Director, Department of Food Services. 
Class 7: 
Group B, master’s degree 
Group C, master’s degree plus 30 credit hours___.- 
Administrative assistant to deputy superin- 
tendent. 
Director. 
Principal, senior high school. 
Chief examiner. 
Registrar, teachers college. 
— Principal, Vocational High School.' 
ass 8: 
Group B, master’s degree 
Group C, master’s degree plus 30 credit hours 
Professor, teachers college. 
Principal, junior high school. 
Principal, Americanization school. 
Supervising director. 
Class 9: 
Group B, master’s degree 
Group C, master’s degree plus 30 credit hours.._.. 
Director Department of School Attendance 
and Work Permits. 
Principal, elementary school. 
Principal, Capitol Page School. 
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Service 
Salary class and position step 1 | Service | Service | Service | Service | Service 
(mini- | step 2 step 5 | step 6 


Class 10: 
Group B, master’s degree 
Group C, master’s degree plus 30 credit hours 
Assistant principal, senior high school. 
Assistant principal, vocational high school. 
Class 11: 
Group A, bachelor’s degree 
Group B, master’s degree. 
Group C, master’s degree plus 30 credit hours... 
Assistant Director, Department of Food Serv- 
ices, 
Class 12: 

Grotap Bi, manster’s Gesres.. ..0.0<45- 20-2 n-cnecesece 
Group C, master’s degree plus 30 credit hours 
Assistant principal, junior high school. 

Assistant principal, Americanization school. 
Class 13: 
Group B, master’s degree 7, 625 
Group C, master’s degree plus 30 credit hours. 7, 825 
Associate professor, teachers college. 
Class 14: 
Group B, master’s G6GTOO: deni cssscvscnciccencsced 
Group C, master’s degree plus 30 credit hours 
Assistant principal, elementary school. 
Class 15: 
Group B, master’s degree 
Group C, master’s degree plus 30 credit hours 
Assistant director. 
Statistician. 
Class 16: 
Group B, master’s degree 
Group C, master’s degree plus 30 credit hours 
Assistant professor, teachers college, 
Chief librarian, teachers college 
Assistant. 
Supervisor. 
Chief attendance officer. 
Clinical psychologist. 
Class 17: 
Group B, master’s degree 
Group C, master’s degree plus 30 credit hours 
Psychiatric socia. worker. 
Class 18: 
Group A, bachelor’s degree 
Group B, master’s degree 
Group C, master’s degree plus 30 credit hours 
Attendance officer. 
Census supervisor. 
Child labor inspector. 
Counselor. 
Instructor, teachers college. 
Librarian. 
Research assistant. 
School psychologist. 
School social worker. 
Teacher, elementary and secondary schools. 
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Salary class and position Service Service | Service Service | Service | Service | Service 
step 7 | step 8 | step 9 | step 10 | step 11 | step 12| step 13 


Class 1: 
Superintendent of Schools_..............- 
Class 2: 
Deputy superintendent. -...............- $15, 550 |$15,775 |$16, 000 
Class 3: 
Assistant superintendent; president; 
7 Sg ee ee ES 13, 750 | 13,975 | 14, 200 
Class 4: 
Dean, teachers college... ...........<.-<--- 12,650 | 12,875 | 13, 100 
Class 5: 
Group B, master’s degree. ..........---- 11, 250 | 11,475 | 11, 700 
Group C, master’s degree plus 30 credit 
hours... .. .--| 11, 450 | 11,675 | 11, 900 


Dean of students, teachers college 

Executive assistant to superintend- 
ent. 

Psychiatrist 

Class 6: 

Group A, bachelor’s degree__.........-.-- 10, 450 | 10,675 | 10,900 
Group B, master’s degree. .........--.--- 10, 950 | 11,175 | 11, 400 
Group C, master’s degree plus 30 credit 
a a cine 11, 150 | 11,375 | 11,600 
Director, Department of Food Serv- 
ices. 
Class 7: 
Group B, master’s degree____......-..--- 10, 150 | 10,375 | 10,600 
Group C, master’s degree plus 30 credit 
WS coh toe eres cacandedencacstec 10, 350 | 10, 575 | 10, 800 
Administrative assistant to deputy 
superintendent. 
Director. 
Principal, senior high school. 
Chief examiner. 
Registrar, teachers college. 
Principal, Vocational High School. 

Class 8: 
Group B, master’s degree..............-- 9,850 | 10,075 | 10, 300 
Group C, master’s degree plus 30 credit 

Nes £6 ck ckiinn de tidhandebaieennence 10,050 | 10, 275 | 10, 500 
Professor, teachers college. 
Principal, junior high school. 
Principal, Americanization school. 
Supervising director. 


Class 9: 
Group B, master’s degree. ...-....-..---.- 9,450 | 9,675 | 9,900 
Group C, master’s degree plus 30 credit 
tat note adh tnnnrennmeahcea tine 9,650 | 9,875 | 10,100 


Director, Department of School At- 
tendance and Work Permits. 
Principal, elementary school. 
Principal, Capitol Page School. 
Class 10: 
Group B, master’s degree_-............--- 9, 350 
Group C, master’s degree plus 30 credit 
tiie biti abes ocinbaadsiansipeditens 9, 550 
Assistant principal, senior high 
school. 
Assistant principal, vocational high 
school. 


9, 575 | 9, 800 
9,775 | 10,000 


Class 11: 
Group A, bachelor’s degree......-....--.. 8, 650 
Group B, master’s degree. .......--.----- 9, 150 
Group C, master’s degree plus 30 credit 
DOOD. cnc cctiltnindin tedenediaines 9, 350 
Assistant Director, Department of 
Food Services. 


8,875 | 9,100 
9,375 | 9, 600 


9,575 | 9,800 


Class 12: 
Group B, master’s degree.......--.-----.| 9,050 
Group C, master’s degree plus 30 credit 
DG iis odenatdatdatcucdeGcubaeaccatnosk 9, 250 
Assistant principal, junior high 
school. 
Assistant principal, Americanization 
school, 


9,275 | 9, 500 
9,475 | 9,700 


Class 13: 
Group B, master’s degree. ........------- 8, 750 
Group C, master’s degree plus 30 credit 
GBs ow odck se kvcct céatcckenbun abel 8, 950 
Associate professor, teachers college. 
Class 14: 
Group B, master’s degree. ...........--.-- 8,650 | 8875 | 9,100 
Group C, master’s degree plus 30 credit 
PD icin she ne denned akon 8,850 | 9,075 | 9,300 
Assistant principal, elementary 
school. 


8,975 | 9,200 
9,175 | 9, 400 








6 AMENDING THE D.C, TEACHERS’ SALARY ACT OF 1955 


| 
Salary class and position Service | Service | Service | Service | Service | Service | Service 


step 7 | step 8 | step 9 | step 10 | step 11 | step 12 | step 13 
Class 15: 
Group B, master’s degree. ..........---- $8, 450 | $8,675 | $8, 900 
Group C, master’s degree plus 30 credit 
EEE. cute bcenenncadinncannntaiteDeads 8,650 | 8,875 | 9,100 
Assistant director. 
Statistician. 
Class 16: 
Group B, master’s degree. ....-.....--- 7,750 | 7,975 | 8,200 
Group C, master’s degree plus 30 credit 
I) Le halen Sqr adt Gt 7, 950 8,175 | 8, 400 


Assistant professor, teachers college. 
Chief librarian, teachers college. 
Assistant. 

Supervisor. 

Chief attendance officer, 

Clinical psychologist. 





Class 17: 
Group B, master’s degree.__.........-. -| 7,050 | 7,275) 7,500 
Group C, master’s degree plus 30 credit 
IS initt cen: xeosntshactrtamnesemen clits Gk-ub/all 7,250 | 7,475 | 7,700 
Psychiatric social worker. 
Class 18: 
Group A, bachelor’s degree... .- Sainicakanee 5,550 | 5,725 5,900 | $6,075 | $6,250 | $6,425 | $6,600 
Group B, master’s degree__...-..------- 6, 050 6,225 | 6,400 | 6,575 | 6,750,| 6,925 7,100 
Group C, master’s degree plus 30 credit 
bours....-. coovcesabbiens=+a5, G200)1' & GS 6,600 | 6,775 | 6,950 7, 125 7, 300 


Attendance officer. 

Census supervisor. 

Child labor inspector. 

Counselor, 

Instructor, teachers college. 

Librarian. 

Research assistant. 

School psychologist. 

School social worker. 

Teacher, elementary and secondary 
schools. 





(b) The Board of Education is hereby authorized to pay additional 
compensation, over and above the salaries in the salary schedules in 
section 1(a) of this Act, in the amounts specified in this subsection, to 
classroom teachers, class 18, at the indicated school levels, who are assigned 
to perform the following extra duties, on a continuing basis, during hours 
beyond the regular school day: Provided, That a teacher, to be eligible for 
such additional compensation, must also be assigned the standard load 
for a regular day school teacher at his respective school level, as defined 
by such Board: 


Annual compensa- 
tion per teacher 


Activities: for each activity 

Head coach: football, basketball, baseball, or track (senior or voca- 

ES ROE OE ES ESSEREE SRC IRRE CORES SEC R Mee mre ea $600 
Assistant coach: jootball, basketball, baseball, or track (senior or 

vocatsanal high echool) ......---.-1-----, deer. Gig orsere ws 400 
Junior varsity coach: football, basketball, or baseball (senior or 

RUNGE, TER III iia nk ckscdenessdismesenceeocosagny 400 
Intramural or extramural supervisor (senior, vocational, or junior 

NN RES Se SSE Bf IE fl ip FOREST It, 9 Se, 400 
Coach: swimming, golf, or tennis (senior high school) ..-------- 150 
Music director: vocal or instrumental (senior, vocational, or junior 

INE bisa Gidtnls a owiehe cats lhe wh ne acai hla ei asi 400 
Newspaper faculty adviser (senior, vocational, or junior high 

aaa eal 4006 
Yearbook sponsor (senior or vocational high school) ..---------- 400 
Dramatics director (senior, vocational, or junior high school) _--- 200 
Forensics director (senior or vocational high school) ....-------- 200 


Cadet activities sponsor (senior or vocational high school) ...---- 200 
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Payment of such additional compensation shall be made in a lump sum 
at the end of the school year or upon termination of service for that portion 
of services rendered. Such additional compensation shall not be subject 
to deduction or withholding for retirement or insurance, and such addi- 
tional compensation shall not be considered as salary (1) for the purpose 
of computing annuities pursuant to the Act entitled “‘An Act for the retire- 
ment of caitia school teachers in the District of Columbia” approved 
August 7, 1946 (60 Stat. 875, ch. 779), as amended, or (2) for the purpose 
of computing insurance coverage under the Act entitled “An Aet to 
authorize the Civil Service Commission to make available group life 
insurance for civilian officers and employees in the Federal service, and for 
other purposes’’, approved August 17, 1954 (68 Stat. 736), as amended. 


TitLe II—C.uassiIFICATION AND ASSIGNMENT OF EMPLOYEES 


Sec. 2. (a) The Board of Education on written recommendation 
of the Superintendent of Schools is authorized to establish the eligi- 
bility requirements and prescribe methods of appointment and promo- 
tion for teachers, school officers, and other employees. ‘The Board of 
Education is authorized and directed, on written recommendation of 
the Superintendent of Schools, to classify and assign all teachers, 
school officers, and other employees to the salary classes and groups 
in section 1 of this Act. Teachers, school officers, and other employees 
on probationary or permanent status shall not be required to take an 
examinations, either mental or physical, to be continued in the posi- 
tions in which they are employed on December 31, 1957, or to which 
they may be transferred and assigned under the provisions of section 4 
and section 5 of this Act. No teacher, school officer, or other em- 
ployee shall be appointed or promoted to any position in section 1 of 
this Act on probationary or permanent status unless he possesses a 
master’s degree except that a person possessing a bachelor’s degree 
may be appointed on probationary or permanent status as Director of 
Food Services, Assistant Director of Food Services, Supervising 
Director of Military Science and Tactics, teacher of military science 
and tactics, teacher of driver training, shop teacher in the vocational 
education program, teacher in the junior high schools, counselor in the 
vocational high schools, counselor in the junior high schools, teacher 
in the elementary schools, school social worker, research assistant, 
attendance officer, child labor inspector, or census supervisor, and a 
er not possessing a bachelor’s degree may be appointed on pro- 

ationary or permanent status as shop teacher in the vocational 
education program if he submits acceptable evidence of equivalent 
training and experience in accordance with the rules of the Board, and 
except that a person not possessing a master’s degree who was appointed 
on probationary or permanent status before July 1, 1959, to a position as a 
nonshop teacher in the vocational education program may continue to be 
employed in such a position, and except that a person not possessing a 
master’s degree who was on the list of eligible candidates for any such 
position before July 1, 1959, may continue to be eligible for such position 
until the expiration of such eligible list. No teacher, school officer, or 
other employee shall receive compensation at a rate less than his 
annual compensation as of December 31, 1957. 


O 








86TH CoNnGRESS } HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES { '  Rerort 


1st Session No. 808 
eee 


AMENDING THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA STADIUM ACT 
OF 1957 WITH RESPECT TO MOTOR-VEHICLE PARKING 
AREAS 


Avaust 7, 1959.—Committed to the Committee of the Whole House on the State 
of the Union and ordered to be printed 


Mr. McMuuan, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
submitted the following 


REPORT 


{To accompany H.R. 8392] 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred 
the bill (H.R. 8392) to amend che District of Columbia Stadium Act 
of 1957 with respect to motor-vehicle parking areas, and for other 
purposes, having considered the same, report favorably thereon 
without amendment and recommend that the bill H.R. 8392 do pass. 

The 85th Congress by the enactment of Public Law 85-300, the 
District of Columbia Stadium Act of 1957, authorized the construc- 
tion, maintenance, and operation by the Armory Board of the District 
of Columbia of a stadium in the District of Columbia. 

This act was amended substantially by Public Law 85-561 in order 
to require the stadium to be constructed substantially in accordance 
with certain plans, to provide for a contract with the United States 
with respect to the site of such stadium and for other purposes. 

The necessity for the enactment of this bill arises from two opinions 
of the Comptroller General with respect to the interpretation of the 
District of Columbia Stadium Act of 1957. One of these opinions 
dealt with the authority of the Armory Board to negotiate contracts, 
and the other with the authority of the Secretary of the Interior to 
prove for certain facilities in the vicinity of the stadium structure 
itself. 

The amendment to section 2 of the District of Columbia Stadium 
Act of 1957 which this bill would make arises out of the opinion of the 
Comptroller General expressed in a letter to the chairman of this 
committee dated July 1, 1959, which limits the authority of the 
Board in view of the absence of expressed authority in the act of 
1957 to negotiate a contract for the construction of the stadium. 
The authority to negotiate contracts is one which Congress has given 
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to the heads of various departments and agencies many times in the 
past. Such authority has been granted with respect to _ erty 
procurement generally in title III of the Federal Property an pe ved 
istrative Services Act of 1949. This amendment thus grants to the 
Armory Board the necessary latitude to provide for the construction 
of the stadium by such means as it determines will most effectively 
provide for that construction. 

All of the remaining amendments to the District of Columbia 
Stadium Act of 1957 which are proposed by. this bill are designed to 
insure that the Secretary of the Interior will have the necessary 
authority to construct motor-vehicle parking areas and certain other 
facilities which it was believed the Secretary had at the time the act 
was first enacted. The total cost of this construction by the Secretary 
of the Interior is limited to $2,660,000. 

In a letter dated June 4, 1959, to the chairman of this committee, 
the Comptroller General stated: 


If it is deemed desirable that such authority be granted 
to the Secretary of the Interior, the enactment of specific 
legislation to do so will be necessary in view of our decision 
of March 25, 1959, B—138834, that such authority is not 
contained in existing legislation relative to the stadium. 
We believe that the language of H.R. 6893 would accomplish 
the stated purpose. 


(H.R. 6893, referred to in the preceding paragraph, has been super- 
seded by H.R. 8392 which has been redrafted to conform to new 
estimates for construction and would accomplish the same results as 
the language proposed in H.R. 6893.) 


CHANGES IN EXISTING LAW 


In compliance with clause 3 of rule XIII of the Rules of the House 
of Representatives, changes in existing law made by the bill, as 
introduced, are shown as follows (existing law proposed to be omitted 
is enclosed in black brackets, new matter is printed in italics, existing 
law in which no change is proposed is shown in roman): 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA STADIUM ACT OF 1957, 
AS AMENDED 


AN ACT To authorize the construction, maintenance, and operation by the 
Armory Board of the District of Columbia of a stadium in the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That this Act may be cited 
as the “District of Columbia Stadium Act of 1957”. 

Sec. 2. In order to provide the people of the District of Columbia 
with a stadium suitable for holding athletic events and other activities 
and events of a nature requiring such a facility, the Armory Board 
(hereinafter referred to as the “‘Board’’), created by section 2 of the 
Act entitled “An Act to establish a District of Columbia Armory 
Board, and for other purposes’, approved June 4, 1948 (D.C. Code, 
sec. 2-1702), is hereby authorized to construct, maintain, and operate 
a stadium with a seating capacity of not to exceed fifty thousand, on 
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a site in the District of Columbia determined in accordance with pro- 
visions of section 3 of this Act. In the event the Board exercises the 
authority vested in it by this section, such stadium shall be constructed 
substantially in accordance with the plans for such stadium contained 
in the Praeger-Kavanagh-Waterbury survey entitled “Engineering 
and Economic Study, District of Columbia Stadium” dated March 
31, 1958. The Board 1s authorized to provide for the construction of 
such stadium by such means as ut determines will most effectively carry 
out this Act (including, but not limited to, a negotiated contract). 

Sec. 3. The Secretary of the Interior is authorized and directed to 
acquire by gift, purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, all real prop- 
erty within the boundaries of the East Capitol Street site, as estab- 
lished in the first paragraph under the heading “(2) East Capitol 
Street Site’ contained in the National Capital Planning Commission 
report entitled ‘Preliminary Report on Sites for National Memorial 
Stadium” dated November 8, 1956, and thereafter, acting under au- 
thority of the Act entitled “An Act to establish a National Park 
Service, and for other purposes’, approved August 25, 1916, as 
amended (16 U.S.C. 1 and the following), the Secretary of the In- 
terior shall enter into a contract with the Board for the construction, 
maintenance, and operation of the stadium (including the operation 
and maintenance of motor-vehicle parking areas) on such East Capitol 
Street site, except that such contract may be for a term of not more 
than thirty years. Zhe Secretary of the Interior is authorized and 
directed to construct and prepare in areas A, C, D, and E only, on such 
site, as such areas are indicated on National Capital Parks Map num- 
bered 1.7-146, motor vehiele parking areas, including driveways, walks, 
lighting, and landscaping, at a total cost not to exceed $2,660,000. 

Sec. 4. (a) The Board is hereby authorized to provide for the pay- 
ment ot the cost of preliminary engineering and economic surveys 
relating to the stadium, and for the payment of the cost of planning, 
designing and constructing such stadium, and to provide funds for 
the operation and maintenance of such stadium, and for the payment 
of interest on the bonds authorized herein during the period of con- 
struction and during the 12-month period following completion of 
construction of the stadium, by an issue or issues of negotiable bonds 
of the Board, bearing interest, payable annualiy or semiannually, as 
the Board shall determine, at a rate not exceeding such rate as shall 
be approved by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

sank bonds may be registered as to principal alone or both 


prinepal and interest, shall be payable as to praeee within not to 


exceed thirty years from the date thereof, shall be in such denomina- 
tions, shall be executed in such manner, and shall be payable in such 
medium and at such place or places as the Board may determine, 
and the face amount thereof shall be so calculated as to produce, at 
the price of their sale, the cost of the stadium constructed pursuant 
to this Act. The Board may reserve the right to redeem any or all 
of the bonds before maturity in such manner and at such price or 
prices not exceeding 105 per centum of the face value and accrued 
interest as may be fixed by the Board prior to the issuance of the 
bonds. The Board when it deems advisable may issue refunding 
bonds to refinance any outstanding bonds, and interest thereon, at 
maturity or before maturity when called for redemption, except that 
such refunding bonds shall mature within not to exceed thirty years 
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from the date thereof, or not to exceed fifty years from the date of 
enactment of this Act, whichever shall first occur. 

(b) The bonds may be sold at not less than par. If the proceeds 
of the bonds shall exceed the cost, the excess shall be placed in the 
fund created by section 6 for the payment of the principal and inter- 
est of such bonds. Prior to the preparation of definitive bonds the 
Board may, under like restrictions, issue temporary bonds, or may, 
under like restrictions, issue temporary bonds or interim certificates 
without coupons, of any denomination whatsoever, exchangeable for 
definitive bonds when such bonds that have been executed are avail- 
able for delivery. 

(c) All bonds, or other securities, issued by the Board under author- 
itv of this Act, shall be exempt both as to principal and interest, from 
all taxation (except estate and inheritance taxes) now or hereafter 
imposed by the District of Columbia. 

Sec. 5. In order to carry out the purposes of this Act, the Board 
is hereby authorized, without regard to any other provision of law, 
but subject to any contract entered into with the Secretary of the 
Interior under section 3 of this Act— 

(1) to determine all questions concerning the use of the stadium 
for the purposes of this Act; 

(2) to enter into contracts and agreements with the District 
of Columbia and the Federal departments, bureaus, establish- 
ments, and offices, and the Act of March 4, 1915, as amended 
(31 U.S.C. 686), is hereby made applicable to such contracts; 

(3) to acquire by purchase or lease, equipment, appliances, 
facilities, and property of any kind necessary or desirable to 
carry out the purposes of this Act, and to sell or dispose of any 
such property so acquired when in its judgment it shall be ad- 
vantageous to do so, except that no contract for more than $3,000 
shall be entered into for the purpose of this paragraph without 
competitive bidding; 

(4) to make such structural and other changes in the stadium 
as it may deem necessary or desirable for carrying out the pur- 
poses of this Act; 

[(5) to prepare, maintain, light, and operate motor-vehicle 
parking lots;] 

(5) to light, operate, and maintain motor-vehicle parking lots; 

(6) to operate or contract for the operation of such conces- 
sions, including the checking of clothing and the sale of bever- 
ages and food as the Board may deem appropriate to the pur- 
poses for which the stadium may be rented or leased ; 

(7) to furnish such services to renters, lessees, and other occu- 
ape of the stadium as in its judgment are necessary or suitable 
or carrying out the purposes of this Act; 

(8) to rent or lease from time to time for any of the purposes 
of this Act, all or any part or parts of the stadium including 
any or all structures, equipment, or facilities of the stadium, at 
such rental values and for such periods of time as the Board 
shall determine; 

(9) to carry public-liability insurance protecting the Board, 
and the members, officers, and employees thereof engaged in 
operating and maintaining the stadium, and in operating and 
maintaining the motor-vehicle parking areas in connection therewith; 
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and to require tenants or lessees of the stadium to carry public- 
liability insurance protecting the interests of such tenants or 
lessees; 

(10) to accept the gratuitous services of such persons as may 
volunteer to aid in the conduct of its activities. 

(11) to enter into contracts, contingent or otherwise, for ex- 
pert, professional, and other personal services, and for printing, 
engraving, supplies, or any items or services necessary and inci- 
dent to the preparation and sale of bonds, to be paid out of the 
proceeds of the sale of such bonds. 

Sec. 6. (a) The Board shall place into an operating fund all receipts 
derived from the exercise by the Board of the powers granted by this 
Act. All records and accounts relating to the operations, revenues, 
expenses, and costs of the stadium and the lighting, operation, and 
maintenance of motor-vehicle parking areas in connection with such 
stadium shall be kept separate and distinct from the records and 
accounts relating to the operations, revenues, expenses, and costs of 
the District of Columbia National Guard Armory. ‘The Board is 
authorized, from time to time, to make advances for the operation 
and maintenance of the stadium and the lighting, operation, and main- 
tenance of motor-vehicle parking areas in connection with such stadium 
from the armory board working capital fund established in section 8 
of the Act approved June 4, 1948 (D.C. Code, sec. 2-1708), but not 
to exceed a total of $25,000 at any one time. Such advances shall be 
reimbursed from the operating fund created by this subsection. 
The operating fund shall be used for constructing, operating, main- 
taining, and repairing the stadium and the lighting, operation, and main- 
tenance of motor-vehicle parking areas in connection with such stadium. 
After payment or provision for payment from the operating fund of 
all costs for construction, maintenance, repair, and operation of the 
stadium and the lighting, operation, and maintenance of motor-vehicle 
parking areas in connection with such stadium and the reservation of 
an amount of money estimated to be sufficient for the maintenance, 
repair, and operation during the ensuing period of not more than 
twelve months, the remainder of the receipts derived from the exercise 
by the Board of the powers granted by this Act shall be placed in a 
sinking fund. Such sinking fund shall be used for the following pur- 
poses and in the following order of priority: (1) to pay the interest 
on and principal of bonds and other securities issued under authority 
of section 4 of this Act; (2) to reimburse the District of Columbia 
for any moneys advanced from its revenues and any amounts bor- 
rowed by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, including interest on such borrowed 
amounts, to pay interest on or principal of bonds issued by the Board; 
and (3) to redeem bonds before maturity as provided in section 4 of this 
Act, or to repurchase bonds before maturity. All revenues from the 
operation of the stadium and the lighting, operation, and maintenance 
of motor-vehicle parking areas in connection with such stadium are 
hereby pledged to the uses and to the application thereof as heretofore 
in this section required. An accurate record of the cost of the stadium 
and the lighting, operation, and maintenance of motor-vehicle parking 
areas in connection with such stadium, the expenditures for [main- 
taining and operating it] maintenance and operation, and of rentals 
and lease receipts shall be kept and shall be available for the informa- 
tion of all interested persons. 
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(b) Within a reasonable time after the construction of the stadium, 
the Board shall file with Congress and the Board of Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia a sworn itemized statement showing the 
cost of constructing the stadium, and the amount of bonds, debentures, 
or other evidences of indebtedness issued in connection with the con- 
struction of such stadium. 

Sec. 7. After payment of the bonds and interest or after a sinking 
fund sufficient for such purpose shall have been provided and shall 
be held solely for that purpose, but in any event not later than fifty 
years from the date of enactment of this Act, all right, title, and 
interest in and to the stadium constructed under this Act shall vest 
in the United States. 

Sze. 8. (a) The Board is authorized to employ and fix compensa- 
tion of such personnel as may be necessary to carry out the purposes 
of this Act, without regard to the provisions of the civil-service laws 
and the Classification Act of 1949, as amended. 

(b) Under the direction of the Board and with the written authori- 
zation signed by the members thereof, an employee of the Board may 
exercise such of the powers vested in the Board by section 5 of this 
Act as the Board shall determine. 

Sec. 9. Nothing contained in this Act shall be construed to author- 
ize or permit the Board or any member thereof to create any obliga- 
tion or incur any liability other than such obligations and liabilities 
as are dischargeable solely from funds contemplated to be provided 
by this Act. No obligation created or liability incurred pursuant to 
this Act shall be a personal obligation or liability of any member or 
members of the Board but shall be chargeable solely to the funds 
contemplated to be provided by this Act. Whenever the Board cer- 
tifies to the Commissioners of the District of Columbia that there 
will not be a sufficient amount in the sinking fund created by section 
6(a) of this Act to pay amounts becoming due and payable during 
any fiscal year on account of interest on or retirement of the bonds, 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia shall include in the 
budget estimates for the District of Columbia for such fiscal year 
such amounts out of the revenues of the District of Columbia as may 
be necessary to insure the payment of such interest or the retirement 
of such bonds. In the event an appropriation has not been made by 
the time the amount becomes due and payable on account of interest 
on or retirement of the bonds, the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia are authorized to borrow from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury the amounts required, to bear interest at a rate determined by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, taking into consideration the current 
average rate on current marketable obligations of the United States 
of comparable maturities as of the last day of the month preceding 
the month in which the amount is borrowed. The Secretary of the 
Treasury is authorized and directed to lend to said Commissioners 
the amounts required hereunder and for such purposes the Secretary 
of the Treasury is authorized to use as a public debt transaction the 
proceeds from the sale of any securities issued under the Second Lib- 
erty Bond Act, as amended, and the purposes for which securities 
may be issued under the Second Liberty Bond Act, as amended, are 
extended to include any loans to said Commissioners hereunder. 
Amounts borrowed by said Commissioners from the Secretary of the 
Treasury pursuant to this section and the interest thereon shall be 
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repaid promptly from the funds appropriated pursuant to authorit 
in this section and from any other appropriation available for oak 
purpose. Amounts appropriated for payment of interest on or retire- 
ment of bonds and amounts borrowed by the Commissioners for such 
purpose shall be advanced by the Commissioners to the Board and 
shall be placed by the Board in such sinking fund. All bonds and 
other securities issued by the Board under authority of this Act 
are hereby guaranteed as to both principal and interest by the United 
States. 

Sec. 10. The Board shall file with the Congress in January of each 
year a financial statement certified as to accuracy by the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia, or their designated agent, a report 
of the activities and business at the stadium, and of the operation and 
maintenance of the motor-vehicle parking areas in connection therewith, 
during the preceding fiscal year and recommendations to Congress as 
to future control and use of the stadium. 

Sc. 11. As used in this Act the term— 

(1) “stadium” includes [necessary motor-vehicle parking areas, 
and] all equipment, appliances, facilities, and property of any kind, 
necessary to carry out the purposes of this Act. 


SECTION 8 OF THE ACT OF JUNE 4, 1948, AS AMENDED 


Sec. 8. There is hereby created an Armory Board working capital 
fund in the amount of $100,000, and there shall be deposited in the 
Treasury of the United States to the credit of the said Armory Board 
working capital fund all receipts derived from the exercise by the 
Armory Board of the powers granted by this Act. Said Armory 
Board working capital fund, including all receipts credited thereto, 
shall be used as a permanent revolving fund for all expenses incurred 
by the Armory Board in the exercise of the powers granted by this 
Act, including personal services. There shall also be transferred 
to said Armory Board working capital fund all revenues derived 
from rentals of the District of Columbia National Guard Armory under 
contracts made between July 1, 1947, and the date of enactment of 
this Act, except revenues resulting from the operation of concessions, 
and the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to transfer to the credit 
of the Armory Board working capital fund authorized by this Act 
funds resulting from rental of the District of Columbia National 
Guard Armory received by him and held in escrow pending enactment 
of legislation. As soon as practicable after the close of each fiscal year, 
after provision has been made for payment of all lawful obligations 
then incurred, all sums in excess of $100,000 in said Armory Board 
working capital fund shall be transferred to the general revenues of 
the District of Columbia. Expenditures from such fund may be made 
only upon vouchers which have been certified bY said Armory Board 
and which have been approved before ayment b y the Auditor of the 
District of Columbia, and shall be disbumsed in the same manner as 
other District of Columbia funds are disbursed: Provided, That the 
Disbursing Officer of the District of Columbia is authorized to advance 
to the Armory Board, upon requisitions previously approved by the 
Accounting Officer of the District of Columbia, sums of money not. to 
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exceed $15,000 at any one time to be used by the Armory Board /or 
its office and sundry expenses and for change-making purposes in 
connection with the secondary purposes of this Act, and in connection 
with the operation of the stadium and related motor-vehicle parking 
areas pursuant to the District of Columbia Stadium Act of 1957: Pro- 
vided further, That an amount not to exceed $10,000 in any fiscal year 
shall be available for promotional expenses in the furtherance of the 
secondary purposes of this Act, and of the purposes of the District of 
Columbia Stadium Act of 1957, and the certificate of the Armory 
Board shall be sufficient voucher for such expenditure. There is 
hereby authorized to be appropriated annually such sum as may be 
required to supply any deficiency in the Armory Board working capital 
fund. Revenues resulting from the operation of concessions within 
the District of Columbia National Guard Armory under contracts 
made between July 1, 1947, and the date of enactment of this Act 
which have been held by the District of Columbia National Guard 
pending enactment of legislation are hereby transferred to the canteen 
fund of the District of Columbia National Guard. 


O 
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EXEMPTING CERTAIN PENSION AND OTHER EMPLOYEE TRUSTS 
FROM THE LAWS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA RELATING TO 
PERPETUITIES, RESTRAINTS ON ALIENATION, AND ACCUMULA- 
TION OF INCOME. 


Avcust 7, 1959.—Committed to the Committee of the Whole House on the State 
of the Union and ordered to be printed 


Mr. McMit1an. from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
submitted the following 


REPORT 


[To accompany H.R. 8527] 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred 
the bill (H.R. 8527) to exempt certain pension and other trusts estab- 
lished in the District of Columbia from the laws of the District of 
Columbia relating to perpetuities, restraints on alienation, and ac- 
cumulation of income, having considered the same, report favorably 
thereon with amendments and recommend that the bill, H.R. 8527, 
do pass. 

The amendments are as follows: 

On page 1, line 5, strike the words “in the District of Columiba”’. 

Amend the title so as to read: 


A bill to exempt certain pension and other employee trusts 
from the laws of the District of Columbia relating to perpe- 
tuities, restraints on alienation, and accumulation of income. 


The purpose of this legislation is to exempt certain pension and 
other trusts established in the District of Columbia from the laws of 
the District of Columbia relating to perpetuities, restraints on alien- 
ation, and accumulation of income. 

Under the common law, trusts for the accumulation of income are 
held, by some authorities, to be limited by the rule against perpetuities 
even in the absence of statutory restrictions. Many of the States 
which have enacted statutes to take the place of the common law rule 
against perpetuities have also enacted special statutes restricting the 
accumulation of income. Consequently, such States, when exempt- 
ing pension trusts and the like from the rule against perpetuities, must 
also exempt them from any special statutes which place limitations on 
the accumulation of income. Most of the statutory exemptions refer 
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specifically to the accumulation of income as well as to the rule against 
perpetuities while the others, though making no special reference to 
accumulations, appear to be broad enough to exempt them also from 
“y. existing limitations against such accumulations. 

his bill deals not only with the rule against perpetuities but also 
with the rules against the accumulation of income and restraints on 
alienation. The draft of this bill is substantially the same as the 
statutes that have been enacted in many of the States. According 
to information presented to the subcommittee at a hearing on August 
4, there are 38 States which have passed these exemption statutes. 
These States are: Alabama, California, Colorado, Connecticut, Dela- 
ware, Florida, Georgia, Hawaii, Illinois, Kansas, Kentucky, Indiana, 
Louisiana, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan, Minnesota, 
Mississippi, Missouri, Montana, Nebraska, New Jersey, New Mexico, 
New York, North Carolina, Ohio, Oklahoma, Oregon, Pennsylvania, 
Rhode Island, South Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Virginia, Wash- 
ington, West Virginia, and Wisconsin. 

his legislation has the approval of the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia and no one appeared in opposition at the time 
the hearing was held. © 





86TH CoNGRESS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES Report 
lst Session No. 810 


AMENDING THE UNIFORM NARCOTIC DRUG ACT OF THE DISTRICT 
OF COLUMBIA, AS AMENDED, TO PERMIT PAREGORIC TO BE 
DISPENSED BY ORAL AS WELL AS WRITTEN PRESCRIPTION 


Avaust 7, 1959.—Referred to the House Calendar and ordered to be printed 


Mr. McMiutuan, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
submitted the following 


REPORT 


[To accompany H.R. 8225! 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred 
the bill (H.R. 8225) to amend the Uniform Narcotic Drug Act of the 
District of Columbia, as amended, to permit paregoric to be dispensed 
by oral as well as written prescription, having considered the same, 
report favorably thereon without amendment and recommend that 
the bill H.R. 8225 do pass. 

The purpose and need for this legislation is expressed in a letter 
from the President of the Board of Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to the Speaker of the House of Representatives, under date 
of July 6, 1959, which is herewith made a part of the report. 


JuLy 6, 1959. 
Hon. Sam Raysurn, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 

ashington, D.C. 

My Dear Mr. Speaker: The Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia have the honor to submit herewith a draft bill to amend 
the Uniform Narcotic Drug Act of the District of Columbia, as 
amended, to permit paregoric to be dispensed by oral as well as 
written prescription. 

Under existing law paregoric may be dispensed in the District of 
Columbia only on the basis of a written prescription, although the 
Commissioners are informed that in Maryland paregoric may be 
dispensed on the basis of an oral prescription while in Virginia no 
prescription is required. In order to relieve the physicians practicing 
in the District of Columbia of what is considered to be an unnecessary 
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burden, the Board of Pharmacy of the District of Columbia and the 
Medical Society of the District of Columbia have endorsed and ap- 
proved a proposed amendment of section 10 of the Uniform Narcotic 
Drug Act which would in effect authorize the dispensing of paregoric 
on the basis of either a written or oral prescription. 

The Commissioners are informed that under the Uniform Narcotic 
Drug Act a written prescription is required for such narcotic com- 
pounds as possess substantial addiction liability. Paregoric does not 
come within this definition. It is classified under Federal regulation 
as ‘“‘an exempt narcotic” and may be purchased without prescription 
in many areas, including Virginia. 

The existing requirement that paregoric be dispensed on the basis 
of a written prescription is believed to constitute a hardship on both 
physician and patient since it tends to cause delay and difficulty in 
the supplying of patients, particularly children, with medicines pre- 
scribed by their physicians. Accordingly, the Commissioners believe 
that the amendment of section 10 of the Uniform Narcotic Drug Act 
of the District of Columbia as set forth in the attached draft bill is 
desirable. 

The Commissioners are informed by Mr. Morris Bortnick, president 
of the District of Columbia Pharmaceutical Association, that a survey 
of 44 States indicates that 24 States do not presently require a pre- 
scription for paregoric while 8 States permit oral prescriptions and 12 
require written prescriptions. It appears, therefore, that of the 44 
States surveyed, 73 percent have laws at least as liberal as that pro- 
posed in the draft bill and more than half have laws even more liberal 
than that proposed. 

Enactment of the proposed legislation would not involve any addi- 
tional cost to the District of Columbia. 

The Commissioners have been informed by the Bureau of the Budget 
that there is no objection on the part of that office to the submission 
of this draft legislation to the Congress. 

Yours very sincerely, 
(S) Ropert E, McLaueuauin, 
President, Board of Commissioners, District of Columbia. 


CHANGES IN EXISTING LAW 


In compliance with paragraph 3 of rule XIII of the Rules of the 
House of Representatives, changes in existing law made by the bill, 
as introduced, are shown as follows (existing law proposed to be 
omitted is enclosed in black brackets, new matter is printed in italic, 
existing law in which no change is proposed is shown in roman): 


(52 Srar. 790; 70 Strat. 619) District or CoLtumsBia Cope 33-410 


Except as otherwise in this chapter specifically provided, said 
sections shall not apply to the following cases: 

(a) Prescribing, administering, dispensing, or selling at retail of 
any medicinal preparation that contains in one fluid ounce or, if a 
solid or semisolid preparation, in one avoirdupois ounce (1) not more 
than two grains of opium, (2) not more than one-quarter of a grain of 
morphine or of any of its salts, (3) not more than one grain of codeine 
or of any of its salts, (4) not more than one-eighth of a grain of heroin 





PAREGORIC TO BE DISPENSED BY ORAL PRESCRIPTION IN D.c. 3 


or of any of its salts, (5) not more than one-sixth of a grain of 
dihydrocodeinone or any of its salts. 

(b) Prescribing, administering, dispensing, or selling at retail of 
liniments, ointments, and other preparations that are susceptible of 
external use only and that contain narcotic drugs in such combinations 
as prevent their being readily extracted from such liniments, oint- 
ments, or preparations, except that this chapter shall apply to all 
liniments, ointments, and other preparations that contain coca 
leaves in any quantity or combination. 

(c) Prescribing, administering, dispensing, or selling at retail of 
any medicinal preparation containing not in excess of 25 per centum 
of paregoric, in combination with some drug or drugs which confer 
upon it medicinal properties other than those possessed by paregoric. 

The exemptions authorized by this section shall be subject to the 
following conditions: 

(1) The medicinal preparation, or the liniment, ointment, or other 
preparation susceptible of external use only, prescribed, administered, 
dispensed, or sold, shall contain in addition to the narcotic drug in it, 
somd drug or drugs conferring upon it medicinal qualities other than 
those possessed by the narcotic drug alone. 

Such preparation shall be prescribed, administered, dispensed, and 
sold in good faith as a medicine, and not for the purpose of evading 
the provisions of this chapter. 

Nothing in this section shall be construed to limit the kind and 
quantity of any narcotic drug that may be prescribed, administered, 
dispensed, or sold to any person, or for the use of any person or animal, 
when it is prescribed, administered, dispensed, or sold in compliance 
with the general provisions of this chapter. 

Manufacturers or wholesalers shall sell tincture opii camphorata, 
commonly known as paregoric, only in accordance with the provisions 
of sections 5 and 6 of this Act on official written order forms provided 
for that purpose by the Board of Pharmacy. It shall be unlawful 
for any person to bring into or have in his possession for sale in the 
District of Columbia any paregoric unless an official written order 
form has been issued therefor. No person shall dispense or sell any 
paregoric at retail to any person [without a written prescription] 
without a written or oral prescription from a duly licensed physician, 
dentist, veterinarian, or other duly authorized person. Prescriptions 
shall be retained and filed as provided in sction 8. 


O 








86TH CONGRESS } HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES REPoRT 
Ist Session No. 811 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATION BILL, 
1960 


Avaust 7, 1959.—Committed to the Committee of the Whole House on the State 
of the Union and ordered to be printed 


Mr. SHEPPARD, from the Committee on Appropriations, submitted 
the following 


REPORT 


[To accompany H.R. 8575] 


The Committee on Appropriations submits the following report in 
explanation of the accompanying bill making appropriations for mili- 
tary construction for the Department of Defense for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1960. 


SUMMARY OF THE BILL 


Budget estimates considered by the Committee are contained in 
House Document No. 102 and total $1,563,200,000. The Committee 
recommends $1,285,002,700, a reduction of $278,197,300 in the esti- 
mates and $118,847,300 below the funds appropriated for military 
construction in fiscal year 1959. The following tabulation lists in sum- 
mary form appropriations for fiscal year 1959, estimates for fiscal year 
1960 and the Committee action on the fiscal year 1960 request: 


Bill compared with— 
Appropria- | Budget esti- Recom- 
tions, 1959 mates, 1960 mended in 
bill, 1960 Appropria- | Budget esti- 
tion, 1959 mates, 1960 


Office of Secretary of Defense. , 000, , 200, $46, 745, 000 | —$23, 255, 000 | +$23, 545, 000 
Department of the Army , 250, , 000, 272, 564, 100 | +36, 314,100 | —99, 435, 900 
Department of the Nav , 000, 53, 000, 188, 637, 000 | —114, 3€3,000 | —64, 343, 000 
Department of the Air Force. ... , 600, , 000, 777, 056, 600 | —17, 543,400 | —137, 943, 400 


en 1, 403, 850, 000 |1, 563, 200, 000 |1, 285, 002, 700 | —118, 847,300 | —278, 197, 300 


1 Includes $20,000,000 for loran stations. 3 For loran stations, 
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Funps AVAILABLE FOR OBLIGATION AND EXPENDITURE IN FIscau 
YeEAR 1960 


The funds approved by the Committee when added to funds re- 
maining unobligated from prior appropriations will make available 
$2,040,809,777 for obligation in fise i one 1960 for the regular forces 
and $82,029,000 for reserve forces as shown in the following tables: 


Funds available for obligation in fiscal year 1960 (Regular Forces) 


Prior year 
unobligated New Total available 
balance car- appropriation | for obligation 
ried forward 


$108, 878, 376 $241, 564, 100 $350, 442, 476 
112, 101, 645 180, 048, 000 292, 149, 645 
641, 601, 056 756,.616, 600 1, 398, 217, 656 


862, 581,077 | 1,178, 228, 700 2, 040, 809, 777 








Funds availatle for obligation in fiscal year 1960 (Reserve components) 


Prior year 
unobligated New Total available 
balance car- appropriation | for obligation 
ried forward | 
| 


Army Reserve_.- " , 000, $25, 500, 000 
Army National Guard } . 18, 000, 000 
Naval Reserve 5 uA , 500, j 18, 089, 000 
Air Force Reserve ag ‘ ‘ 4, 000, 000 
Air National Guard wenn sekddé coats waits ad sdeeeeel IR eae ace ce ‘ 16, 440, 000 


82, 029, 000 

The appropriations made available in the accompanying bill, when 

coupled with unexpended balances remaining from prior appropria- 

tions will make $3,545,228,700 available for expenditure for the regular 

forces and $122,029,000 for the reserve components as shown in the 
following table: 


Funds available for expenditure in fiscal year 1960 (Regular Forces) 


Prior year | Total available 
unexpended | New for expend- 
balance car- appropriation iture 


ep ried forward 


| 
Army - eee | $324,000,000 | $241, 564,100 | $565, 564, 100 
WEB esncecews s | 455, 000, 000 180, 048, 000 €35, 048, 000 
Air Force...-.... 1, 588,000,000 | 756,616,600 | 2, 344, 616, 600 





SRE caves susuces senee in aaa 2, 367, 000, 000 1, 178, 228, 700 3, 545, 228, 700 


Funds available for expenditure in fiscal year 1960 (Reserve Forces) 





Prior year | | Total available 
unex pended New for expend- 
balance car- | | appropriation | iture 
ried forward 








ahd ? PON crcscrsaceissecfesscdte 
0 | 


Army Reserve_...._-- sceneries ‘ = 300, 000 $20, 000, 000 $58, 390, 000 
National Guard _- - : . 6, 700, 0UO 11, 000, 0U0 iv, «WU, OWN 
Navai Reserve ‘ iol dale Aial Sad aca 17, 000, 000 8, 589, 000 25, 589, 000 
Air Force Reserve. ............----- 5 4, 000, 000 4, 000, 000 
Air National Guard. ‘ 16, 440, 000 16, 440, 0OU 





60, 029, 000 122, 029, 000 
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GENERAL STATEMENT 


The development and construction of facilities is a basic ingredient 
in our total military program. As such, it must be closely coordinated 
with the other major defense programs. This problem was noted 
in the Committee report accompanying the Military Construction 
Appropriation Bill, 1959, in which the following statement was 
made: 


Programming and planning of weapon systems and 
advance technical equipment must have as an integral part 
of their make-up aucus and realistic programming for 
necessary facilities and construction features. 


Progress has been made in this respect but much remains to be 
done to assure the proper planning and programming of the con- 
struction of military facilities. 

There has been an increasing tendency to attempt to control mili- 
tary neers by the use of funding limitations to the detriment of 
a coordinated review and analysis of the requirements. Apparently 
each service receives a slice of the melon without a realistic comparison 
being made between the specific construction requirements of the 
individual services. The Air Force hospital presently standing empty 
at Evreux, France, is but one example of the piecemeal and short 
range planning which has marked this program. 

he large expenditures required for ballistic missiles and other new 
weapon systems will impose a heavy financial burden upon this, as 
well as other defense prograis, for at least the next several years. If 
maximum use is to be made of available funds, the military construc- 
tion estimates must be based on realistic planning and careful screening 
by all concerned to assure an effective relationship between procure- 
ment, construction and operational requirements. Particularly must 
the Office of the Secretary of Defense weigh the specific requirements 
within and between the several services to assure that the program 
is limited to those projects for which a military need not only exists 
at the present time but will continue to exist, at least, for the foresee- 
able future. 

Authority to make such a review and to formulate a sound pro- 
gram is presently available to the Assistant Secretaries of Defense 
concerned. The ultimate responsibility, however, is vested solely 
in the Secretary of Defense and he will be expected to take immediate 
and positive steps to see that a more effective review process is devel- 
oped and that future military construction estimates are based on 
adequate and realistic programing of essential military facilities. 


UTILIZATION OF EXISTING FACILITIES 


It is hardly necessary to point out the importance of adequate 
utilization of existing facilities. To the extent that such a program 
is successful, demands on the Treasurv for new construction can be 
reduced. During the early months of 1959, a study was made by 
the Investigative Staff of the Appropriations Committee to determine 
the effectiveness of DOD programs. It was the general conclusion 
that the Office of the Secretary of Defense has neither enough infor- 
mation nor exercised enough authority to enforce maximum utiliza- 
tion of existing facilities at this time. 

It appears that three things are involved in the improvement of 
utilization. First, the basic planning incident to the development of 
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a requirement for a specific facility; second, the continuous review of 
assets and requirements by the services and the Office of the Secretary 
of Defense; and third, the necessary authority to enforce compliance 
with uniform standards. In this connection, it seems appropriate 
to relate two statements in the House Committee report accompany- 
ing the Military Construction Bill, 1959 to information developed 
in this year’s hearings. 

With reference to the need for close control and analysis, the fiscal 
year 1959 report stated: 


All too frequently the sole responsibility for the utilization 
of existing facilities is left up to the military services who are 
loath to release any facilities and equally reluctant to use 
facilities other than their own. 


We have an indication that the problem will be a continuing one in 
the words of the Assistant Secretary of the Army in the fiscal year 
1960 hearings: 


If you will permit, it is only human nature, as you have 
suggested earlier, Mr. Chairman, for each service to hold on 
to what it has. It is reluctant to give it up. 


Two of the several examples of this problem developed in this year’s 
hearings are the Evreux, France Air Force hospital and the Capehart 
housing at Fort Polk, Louisiana. In the first instance, the troop 
population was inaccurately predicted; and, in the second, the possible 
closure of a training base was not adequately evaluated. As long as 
technology and military concepts continue to change as rapidly as 
they have in recent years, cases of this type cannot always be avoided. 
On the other hand, we have paid a lot for the refusal of the services and 
the Department of Defense to plan realistically and to relate procure- 
ment of facilities and equipment to the basic military requirements. 

Strictly speaking, the three military services do not have identifiable 
“programs” to insure the maximum utilization of existing facilities. 
Although the Office of the Secretary of Defense has a program for 
the “utilization and retention of real property” this program is 
not specifically directed at improved utilization as such, but only 
toward the use of inactive facilities to satisfy new requirements and 
the prompt disposal of facilities no longer required. While the 
Assistant Secretary of Defense feet, and Installations) is the 
focal point in the Department of Defense at which a special effort is 
being made to improve utilization, the flow of information now coming 
to that office is not considered nearly adequate to do the job. Some 
information has been compiled on excess and inactive installations; 
however there is no ready source of information available with regard 
to the extent to which presently owned land and facilities are being 
fully and effectively utilized. A management firm has been employed 
to determine the general format of a catalog of facilities. While such 
a catalog may be necessary, it is felt that the more clear-cut cases of 
non-utilization are already known to the responsible officials in OSD 
and the problem is still acute with regard to the more subtle and 
complicated cases of ineffective utilization. The problem is not so 
much a lack of information as it is a failure to exercise authority. 
The success of the program rests squarely on the exercise of the 
authority delegated to the Assistant Secretary of Defense for Prop- 
erties and Installations. The Assistant Secretary was questioned on 
his authority at different points in this year’s hearings. In spite of 
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Secretary Bryant’s assurances to the contrary, the failure of his office 
to exercise authority is matter of record. A case in point relates to 
Fort DeRussy, Hawaii. The property in question is an area of 72 
acres fronting on Waikiki Beach. While the estimated commercial 
market value is $43,000,000, the cost of government improvements to 
date has been less than $3, 000, 000. OSD has apparently recognized 
that retention of all of Fort De Russy is contrary to osd policy and 
criteria, but it has been unsuccessful in bringing about disposal, and 
even recently approved the construction of a new Army Reserve 
Center on the property at a cost of approximately $1,000,000. 

There was no explanation of the true basis for the Army’s require- 
ment for all of this valuable land, nor of the reasons why the Office of 
the Secretary of Defense was unable to deal with a clear case of non- 
compliance on the part of the Army. 

As far as this Committee is concerned, these facts seem to indicate 
that the Office of the Secretary of Defense will not be effective in 
programs of this kind until it uses its authority to enforce compliance 
instead of relying on lengthy and apparently inconclusive negotiations 
on the really important and controversial issues. The ultimate respon- 
sibility for control of this program must rest with the Secretary of 
Defense. He, in turn, must of necessity, delegate this responsibility 
and sufficient authority to carry it out to the Assistant Secretary im- 
mediately concerned. As long as cases like the Evreux Hospital, 
France and the Fort DeRussy problem continue to be reported to 
the Congress, this Committee must assume that the Office of the 
Secretary of Defense is not meeting it’s responsibility and that the 
validity of the entire program must therefore stand in doubt. 


Access Roaps 


The Committee notes with concern the increasing requirements for 
access roads to military facilities and housing areas. It is recognized 
that the remote locations of many of these places make access roads 
essential to effective operation, but the Committee gains the impres- 
sion, after studying these requests, that the services have not always 
made aera uate provision for access roads in their original planning, 
nor have they made sufficient effort to obtain local assistance in the 
funding of these projects, particularly those involving construction of 
interchanges. In several cases, the proposed improvements would 
be of material benefit to the localities involved and to the States. 
As a result of Committee inquiry, the interchanges projects at 
Olmstead, Forbes and Cannon Air Force Bases are being restudied 
as to extent of local articipation. A thorough review must be made 
of this program by the Department of Defense. Pending the results 
of such a study, the Committee has provided $6,150,000 for the access 
road programs, a reduction of $2,550,000 in the budget estimates. 


Arr DEFENSE 


The problem of air defense for this country is a matter of increasing 
concern. Particularly in this area is there opportunity for costly 
overlapping, duplication of weapon systems wl overprogramming of 
operationa ‘facilities. It is of supreme importance that maximum 
care be taken to assure that budget estimates are based on careful 
and realistic planning and programming. Subsequent to the sub- 
mission of the budget estimates and primarily as a result of con- 
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gressional insistence, a review was made of the air defense program 
by the Secretary of Defense. The revised program submitted by 
the Department of Defense is by no means the final answer to this 
problem; it leaves much to be desired, but it is a major step in the 
right direction. The Secretary of Defense and his staff are to be 
commended for their forth-right actions in this matter. The Com- 
mittee trusts that this will continue and become typical of all other 
areas of the construction program. 

The revised plan provides for reduction and revision in the deploy- 
ment of both NIKE-HERCULES and BOMARC surface-to-air mis- 
siles as well as modifications to the electronic ground environment 
program necessary to control of the various air defense weapon 
systems. The revised 0 is estimated to reduce costs for air defense 
approximately $1.4 billion in the next several vears. Reductions in 
the amount of $60,300,000 were recommended for the fiscal year 1960 
construction program. 

The Committee has approved the funds requested in the revised plan 
for air defense missiles and for electronic ground environment facilities. 
It does so with the specific understanding that there shall be no obliga- 
tion of funds for BOMARC sites in the northwestern portion of this 
country between the Great Lakes region and the Pacific coast until a 
detailed study has been made and consideration given to advancing 
these locations further north. The Secretary of Defense is directed to 
inform the Committees on Appropriations of the House of Represen- 
tatives and the Senate of the action taken in this respect prior to the 
obligation of funds for construction of these facilities. 

The Committee has denied the request of funds for air defense air- 
craft facilities at Webb Air Force Base, Texas in the amount of 
$1,712,000 and at Davis-Monthan Air Force Base, Arizona in the 
amount of $369,000. The Committee believes that a more detailed 
study should be made of the need for the deployment of manned inter- 
ceptors in this area of the United States. 


AVIATION MEDICINE 


It is apparent that an increasing amount of attention and effort has 
been devoted to the general area of aviation and space medicine as 
problems of altitude and speed have become more critical. This year’s 
request includes $2,277,000 for facilities at Wright-Patterson AFB to 
support research in aviation medicine. These facilities would be in 
addition to those already in existence and functioning at other Air 
Force and Navy installations. Costs of both in-house and contract 
research have risen accordingly as indicated by the following figures: 


Fiscal year Fiscal year 
1959 1960 


Air Force: | 
SO i a a a a i a $4, 919, 000 $6, 259, 000 
. 9, 224, 000 14, 449, 000 


806, 000 805, 000 
22, 000 20, 000 


Department of Defense total ‘ 4 21, 533, 000 
National Aviation and Space Agency: 
In-house 1, 500, 000 
Contract ‘ 4 ‘ 3, 865, 000 


5, 365, 000 
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It appears to the Committee that the problem of adapting the human 
body to flight and space environment is a common problem in which 
lines of demarcation between the services have little significance. 
Furthermore, it does not seem likely, or desirable, that the exploration 
of space will be assigned to the exclusive control of any one service or 
even solely to the military establishment. Eventual consolidation of 
military research in this field would do much more than produce 
savings in overhead and elimination of duplicate projects. It should 
also create a more effective organization capable of applying important 
resources to those areas deserving special attention. 

It is the desire of the Committee that the Office of the Secretary of 
Defense study this problem and report its conclusions to the Com- 
mittee not later than January 15, 1960. This report should give 
particular attention to the question of new facilities requirements, 
including the consolidation of the requirements at a single major 
location with branch facilities as may be required. Any request 
for facilities to support research in this area in the fiscal year 1961 
program should be considered in the light of the questions raised here. 


Famity Hovusine 


Last year in the report accompanying the Military Construction 
Appropriation Bill, 1959, this Committee made the following obser- 
vation: 


The family housing program of the Department of Defense 
in the past several years has been characterized by a series of 
stop and go actions which has resulted in a housing program 

c 


over which there is some control by numerous agencies of the 
Government and overall control and responsibility by none. 


A careful examination of the program for the past year discloses that 
if this situation has improved it has not been noticeable. In the same 
report, the Committee asked for a close examination of the housing 
programs of the services by the Department of Defense. Briefly it 
can be said that this examination resulted in only ‘‘more of the same’’— 
for example, acquisition and rehabilitation of Wherry Housing under 
criteria laid down by the Assistant Secretary of Defense for Properties 
and Installations so broad as to allow the services to do as they please; 
continuation of Capehart housing construction characterized by the 
same type of broad general criteria as to permit the services to vary 
so muci as to make it impossible to compare the requirements of one 
with that of another; and a continuation of requests for appropriated 
fund housing in instances where the services feel they cannot build 
elaborate enough quarters under the Capehart housing limitations. 

The family housing programs for the military services are not 
insignificant and, contrary to the apparent opinion of some of those in 
authority in the Department of Defense, does require the use of a large 
amount of funds from the Federal Treasury. Exclusive of funds 
appropriated to the military for support of Wherry and Capehart 
housing programs and for the cbnstruction of so-called appropriated 
fund housing, the Department of Defense liability on housing mortgage 
indebtedness as a result of Wherry and Capehart programs is expected 
to be in excess of $1.5 billion at the end of fiscal year 1960. 

The rapidly changing concepts of the military forces of our country 
make it imperative that the utmost care be taken in the construction 
of permanent family housing. ‘The Committee questions whether the 
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housing program is being administered so as to assure this care. For 
example, in July, 1957, the Department of Defense authorized the 
construction of Capehart housing at Fort Polk, Louisiana. In 
November, 1957, only four months later, the strength of the Army 
was reduced to 870, 000 and Fort Polk became excess to the needs of 
the active Army. The housing contract, of course, had to be termi- 
nated at a unwarranted cost to the Federal Government. This serves 
to point up the need for close and realistic supervision of the housing 
program. The Department of Defense is directed to inform the Com- 
mittees on Appropriations of the House of Representatives and the 
Senate prior to the advertisement of contracts for any Capehart hous- 
ing not included in the specific funding programs presented to the 
Committee. 

The Committee realizes there are arguments both pro and con, re- 
garding the complete standardization of military housing, but it is 
apparent that funds definitely can be saved if some measure of such 
standardization is utilized. Certainly no one expects the services to 
construct the same type of house in southern Texas as they would in 
northern Maine, but there seems to be no reason why the same house 
cannot be constructed at Fort Dix, New Jersey and at the adjoining 
McGuire Air Force Base. The Department of Defense is expected to 
take immediate steps to standardize family housing in and between the 
military services wherever it is economically foaetble and in a manner 


consistent with sound engineering principles, This will result in 
savings of costly architect-engineer fees currently being spent almost 
indiscriminately in many areas. 

Under existing law, the military services are required to acquire 
Wherry housing at any location where Capehart housing is constructed 


and are permitted to acquire Wherry housing where it is advisable. 
This has resulted in an acquisition policy which can best be described 
as “to each his own’’. While the Air Force has acquired housing at 
a cost up to the maximum allowed by law, the Army policy adheres 
to the minimum amount and the use of condemnation proceedings 
which so far threaten to be extremely costly. Fortunately, the Navy 
has been able to steer a middle course and has acquired housing gen- 
erally by negotiations without paying as high prices as the Air Force 
did under its program. 

On several occasions, in the past, the Committee has called this 
matter to the attention of the ie sloemee of Defense and pointed 
out the need for a standard and realistic acquisition program. Some 
progress has been made in this direction, but it has been far from 
satisfactory. The Department of Defense must take immediate and 
vigorous steps to develop a realistic program in this respect and to 
see that effective and economical procedures are formulated which 
will allow this type of housing to be acquired in a manner consistent 
with the best interests of the. Government. 

The problem of Wherry housing condemnation proceedings is a 
matter of considerable concern to the Committee. Court and com- 
mission awards made to date have, without fail, been higher than the 
cost estimated by the service for the acquisition of the housing. In 
several instances the awards have been two and three times greater 
than the service estimate. The Committee will expect the proper 
officials of the Department of Defense to maintain constant sur- 
veillance of this trend and to assure that equitable settlements are 
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made wherever possible without resort to costly condemnation pro- 
ceedings. 

The construction of family housing in overseas areas is a matter of 
concern to the Committee. Rapidly changing operational require- 
ments, such as that recently announced for Air Decne units in France, 
make it extremely difficult to determine housing requirements even 
for the immediate future. Housing constructed only a few years ago 
in support of supposedly valid future operational requirements today 
stands unused. 

The policy of allowing the dependents of service personnel to reside 
in highly critical overseas areas is extremely questionable. The Com- 
mittee has eliminated from the bill certain funds requested in support 
of this policy. 

In some areas these conditions do not prevail and there is no reason 
to deprive service personnel of the presence of their dependents. 
Apparently each project must be handled on an individual basis based 
on the latest avai able information. The large majority of this hous- 
ing is financed by local currencies generated from sources other than 
appropriated funds. Appropriated funds are required, however, to 
augment the local currencies, and the Committee has approved funds 
for such support in the accompanying bill for each of the three services 
without regard to specific locations. The Department of Defense is 
directed, however, to withhold the construction of additional family 
housing in overseas areas until the required local currencies have been 
made available and specific approval for the specific project has been 
obtained from the Committees on Appropriations of the House of 
Representatives and the Senate. 


HospiTau Faci.itiEs 


While numerous factors make it difficult to compare the costs of 
civilian and military medical facilities, the construction standards 
applied under the Hill-Burton Act provide a usable basis for measur- 
— military requirements presented to this Committee. 

he differences in the average costs are striking. Recent costs for 
civilian hospital construction under the Hill-Burton Act show an 
average of $19,500 — bed and a cost per square foot ranging from 


$14.53 to $34.37. The military hospitals requested in the fiscal year 
1960 budget show a cost per bed ranging from $22,530 to $44,933 and a 
cost per square foot ranging from $31.16 to $42.29. 

These costs are based on completely equipped military hospital 
facilities, exclusive of conversions. They do not cover dental clinics 
nor do they include movable equipment costs which are reflected in 
the Hill-Burton data. 

Without discussing the minute details, it can easily be seen from 
these comparisons that even allowing for special military equipment, 
the estimated costs of proposed military medical facilities are far too 
excessive. The Committee is in agreement with the report of the 
Senate Armed Services Committee on the 1960 Military Construction 
Authorization bill (S. Rept. 296) with reference to this problem, which 
States: 

* * * this (excessive military hospital costs) is attribut- 
able, at least in part, to the excessive use of refinements, su- 
perfluous equipment, and overloading of criteria which are 
not essential to the welfare of the patient. 
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Another factor which enters into these higher costs is the seeming 
inability of the services to develop firm and realistic plans and speci- 
fications. All too frequently, standard hospital plans are ignored and 
special designs are made for the specific hospital. Even after the 
award of the contract, there is an unhealthy trend toward excessive 
change orders. For example, the Army hospital at Fort Dix, New 
Jersey, involved approximately eighty change orders. 

Realistic appraisals must be made of the size and scope of the 
individual hospitals and the maximum utilization made of all existing 
hospital facilities. Such appraisals are not being made at the present 
time. For example, last year according to the Army and the Depart- 
ment of Defense, a supposedly valid requirement existed for a 50 bed 
hospital ‘on a 100 bed chassis at Carlisle Barracks, Pennsylvania. The 
Committee denied the request for funds at that time. This year the 
pee was resubmitted as a 35 bed hospital on a 50 bed chassis. 
Members of the Committee questioned the need even for this size 
hospital but it was strongly defended by the Army as a valid require- 
ment. Latest information available to the Committee discloses that 
the requirement has been reduced to a 25 bed hospital which can be 
met by the use of existing facilities or a small infirmary. This is far 
too typical of a program which is characterized by inadequate planning 
and unrealistic programming. 

In many instances, hospital estimates include costs for construction 
of mobilization requirement in excess of those required for current 
troop strengths. The construction of permanent facilities for require- 
ments to be realized only in the event of mobilization is at best a 
questionable practice. 

It is. with these thoughts in mind that the Committee has deleted 
the funds requested for hospital facilities with the exception of those 
at Redstone Arsenal, Alabama and Naval Station, Roosevelt Roads, 
Puerto Rico. These represent conversion of existing facilities and 
appear to be planned in a relatively practical manner. Testimony 
indicates that they are badly needed at the present time. 

The hospitals deleted by the Committee include: 


Air Force: 
Grand Forks AFB, North Dakota 
Sheppard AFB, Texas 
Clinton County AFB, Ohio 
George AFB, California 
Clark AFB, Republic of the Philippines 
Army: 
Fort McClellan, Alabama 
Carlisle Barracks, Pennsylvania 
Fort Eustis, Virginia 
Navy: 
Naval Hospital, Bethesda, Maryland 
Naval Air Station, Lemoore, California 


The Committee has reserved judgment as to the need for these 
specific facilities and this action has been taken solely because of 
unrealistic cost estimates based on inadequate plans and programs. 
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Miuirary Properties in Hawat 


Information supplied the Committee by Department of- Defense 
during the hearings shows that the military services hold properties 
in Hawaii with a total acreage of 300,370. This includes 81 different 
properties containing a total of 153,989 acres on the Island of Oahu 
alone. This represents approximately 40 percent of the total land 
on the Island. The figures by service are as follows: 


Number Acreage 


46 177, 774 
Nav : 24 113, 736 
Air 8, 860 


87 300, 370 


These holdings have been acquired and developed over a period of 
many years, apparently without serious attempts at coordination of 
planning and requirements. Meanwhile acquisition of additional 
land is toe requested almost annually. In spite of the fact that 
missions and organizations have changed radically since World War II 
the pattern of land holdings has remained relatively stable. As a 
result a number of major facilities are apparently either inadequate 
for the present mission or are inefficiently utilized due to lack of 
realistic long-range planning. In some instances the installations 
of different services adjoin one another and could be made more 
useful by reassignment and consolidation. For example, Wheeler 
Air Force Base adjoins Schofield Barracks. Wheeler is no longer 
important as an airfield but has housing facilities. The Army would 
like to have it as additional support for Schofield. On the other hand, 
Air Force master plans for Hickam Air Force Base call for acquisition 
of the adjoining Fort Kamehameha Army Reservation as a site for a 
newrunway. There has obviously been little, if any, overall planning 
coordination on these four properties and neither service has been 
willing to yield up to this point. 

A thorough study must be made by the Department of Defense of 
the entire military land problem in Hawaii and action taken to achieve 
maximum utilization of existing land and the prompt disposal of land 
excess to the military requirements. 

The Department is expected to make such a study and submit the 
results thereof to the Committee prior to the submission of the budget 
estimate for the fiscal year 1961 military construction program. 

Testimony before the Committee disclosed that the Army has signed 
an agreement with the Governor of Hawaii for the release of 20 acres 
at Fort DeRussy to Hawaii in return for the construction of certain 
permanent facilities by Hawaii at this location. Such a procedure 
is an attempt to by-pass orderly appropriation processes. The 
legislature of Hawaii, however, did not approve the action of the 
Governor, so the agreement. has not been fully consummated. The 
Committee calls the attention of the Secretary of Defense to this 
matter with the specific understanding that it will not tolerate any 
attempt to by-pass normal appropriation procedures. The Depart- 
ment of Defense is directed to prohibit the construction of permanent 
facilities at this location without the specific approval of the Com- 
— on Appropriations of the House of Representatives and the 

enate. 
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ApvVANCED RESEARCH PROJECTS AGENCY 


The budget estimates of the Air Force contained $23,545,000 for 
facilities in support of the SENTRY and MIDAS satellite programs. 
Since these two programs have not been assigned to the Kir Pures. 
the Committee believes that it would be more appropriate to make 
the funds available to ARPA rather than to the individual service 
and has provided for this in the bill. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, ARMY 


The Committee recommends an appropriation of $241,564,100 for 
the Military Construction program a the Army in fiscal year 1960, 
a reduction of $99,435,900 in the budget estimates of $341,000,000 
and $11,564,100 above the appropriation for the current year. The 
table below shows the action taken by major category. A detailed 
tabulation by states and installations will be uid in tables at the 
end of this report. 
Army 


Activity Funding Approved by 
request committee 
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Funds were requested at several locations for TRAINFIRE ranges 
in support of the small arms training program of the Army. Facilities 
for these ranges include the construction of bleacher seats with over- 
head cover. The Committee fails to see the need for this overhead 
cover and accordingly has eliminated them from the program, a 
reduction of $165,000 in the funds requested. 


CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES 


Ordnance Corps.—The Committee has approved $10,866,600 for 
Ordnance Corps facilities, a reduction of $1,528,400 in the budget 
estimates of $12,395,000. In making this reduction, the Committee 
has denied the request of $237,000 for the Sioux Ordnance Depot, 
Nebraska and $576,000 for BOQ facilities at Aberdeen Proving 
Grounds, Maryland. Existing facilities at these installations are 
sufficient to meet the requirements. The Committee has approved 
$1,700,000 at Anniston Ordnance Depot, Alabama for veal and 
parking and a railroad spur and facilities. This amount should be 
adequate to meet the requirements in this respect. 

The original budget estimate for the White Sand Missile Range, 
New Mexico was $1,259,000 and provided for construction of a 
chapel, bachelor officers quarters and a dental clinic. Subsequent to 
the completion of the formal hearings, the Department of Defense by 
letter requested the addition of a commissary at this location in the 
amount of $254,000. The Committee has approved the items 
requested in the original estimate but has denied the request for a 
eer a" as existing facilities appear to be adequate to meet the 
need. 

Quartermaster Corps.—The Committee has approved $178,000 for 
Quartermaster Corps facilities, a reduction of $3,330,000 in the budget 
estimates of $3,508,000. The request for $2,783,000 for heating facili- 
ties at Columbus General Depot, Ohio is denied, as are the requests 
at Fort Lee, Virginia in the amount of $233,000 for an enlisted women’s 
barracks and $311,000 for BOQ facilities. Existing facilities at these 
locations are sufficient to meet the needs. 

Chemical Corps.—The Committee has approved the request of 
$4,073,000 for the Chemical Corps, including the construction of 
essential facilities at Fort Detrick, Maryland, Dugway Proving 
Ground, Utah and the Army Chemical Center, Maryland. 

Signal Corps—The Committee has approved $4,527,500 for the 
Signal Corps installation at Fort Huachuca, Arizona, a reduction of 
$3,281,500 in the budget estimates. Funds in the amount of 
$2,541,000 requested for two enlisted men’s barracks, and supporting 
facilities including a heating plant are denied. The Committee fails 
to see why facilities in this area cannot be constructed at costs similar 
to those found at other military installations in the continental United 
States and accordingly has reduced the estimate to bring the overall 
cost here in line with costs experienced elsewhere. 

Engineer Corps.—The amount of $1,061,000 has been approved for 
Fort Belvoir, Virginia, a reduction of $373,000 in the estimates. The 
need for additional flight facilities at this location is not essential at 
the present time and the entire matter should be restudied especially 
in view of the possible use of existing facilities in the metropolitan 
Washington area for these requirements. 

The request for the construction of the Cold Regions Laboratory, 
Hanover, New Hampshire has been approved in the amount of 
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$3,000,000, a reduction of $624,000 in the budget estimates. While 
the Committee realizes that there are other potential sites for this 
essential work, it believes that this location offers the greatest opera- 
tional advantages to the Army. The funds provided by the Commit- 
tee are sufficient to construct a building which will meet the require- 
ments of the Army in this field for the foreseeable future. 

Transportation Corps.—The Committee fails to see the need for the 
high cost of the training command headquarters building requested 
at Fort Eustis, Virginia and directs that the Army restudy the scope 
and design of this facility so as to reduce the present estimated cost. 
Meanwhile existing facilities are sufficient to meet the operational 
requirement. 

edical Corps.—The Committee has approved the construction of 
a recovery ward and new incinerator for the Fitzsimons Army Hos- 
pital, Denver, Colorado. However, it fails to see the need for the 
enlisted mens’ barracks and the supporting administration and supply 
building and accordingly has deleted these items from the bill. 

First Army.—The Committee has approved the request of $59,000 
for a TRAINFIRE range at Fort Devens, Massachusetts but as 
previously noted has disapproved the request of $64,000 for covers 
0 the bleachers for the TRAINFIRE range at Fort Dix, New 

ersey. 

p aeatde Army.—As previously mentioned the Committee has 
denied request for the hospital at Carlisle Barracks, Pennsylvania in 
the amount of $1,568,000. The amount of $1,104,000 was requested 
for family quarters at this location. The Committee does not feel 
that the Army has made sufficient effort to obtain these housing 
units under the Capehart housing program or to modify the existing 


Wherry ore project to meet the peculiar requirements of this 


installation. erefore the funds are denied. 

The Committee believes that there are facilities existing at Fort 
Knox, Kentucky sufficient to meet the requirement for post office 
facilities and the request of $347,000 for such construction is denied. 
The Committee fails to see the need for the branch post exchange 
and the equipment repair shop requested at Fort Meade, Maryland 
and these estimates in the amount of $293,000 are denied. At this 
same location, $879,000 was requested fer emergency power facilities 
for the National Security Agency. The Committee feels that, prior 
to the appropriation of funds, further study is necessary for this 
stand-by power facility as to the use of existing portable equipment 
and the scope of this requirement. Funds were also requested at 
Fort Meade for replacement of existing medical laboratories in the 
amount of $1,251,000. The Committee does not feel that the Depart- 
ment of Defense has made a sufficient study of the medical facilities 
existing in the Fort Meade area including metropolitan Washington 
and Baltimore to warrant replacement of this existing facility at the 
present time. 

Projects approved by the Committee for the Second Army iaclude 
the construction of essential training facilities at Fort Knox, Kentucky, 
Camp A. P. Hill, Virginia and Fort Meade, Maryland as well as 
essential aircraft facilities and a regimental chapel at Fort Meade and 
ammunition storage igloos at Fort Ritchie, Maryland. 

Third Army.—At Fort Benning, Georgia, the Committee has ap- 
proved requests for TRAINFIRE ranges, motor repair shops and a 
flight simulator building but has denied the request for barracks in 
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the amount of $586,000 and bachelor officer quarters in the amount 
of $738,000. Existing facilities appear to be adequate to meet the 
needs at this installation. The Committee has approved the request 
of $1,543,000 at Fort Bragg, North Carolina, which is primarily for 
aircraft facilities but also includes certain motor repair and ammuni- 
tion surveillance facilities and a post office building. At Fort Camp- 
bell, Kentucky the Committee has approved the request for storm 
drainage requirements and for aircraft fuel storage and dispensing 
facilities while denying the request of $657,000 for motor repair shop 
and facilities, battalion Headquarters building and the dental clinic. 
Facilities presently in use for these functions appear to be adequate 
to meet the requirements at this installation. As previously men- 
tioned, the Committee had denied the request for a hospital at Fort 
McClellan, Alabama. The Committee fails to see the need for a new 
academic building requested for Fort Rucker, Alabama in the amount 
of $429,000 and accordingly has deleted this item from the bill. The 
entire matter of academic facilities at this location should be restudied 
as to cost, design and scope. 

Fourth Army.—The primary mission of the installation at Fort Bliss, 
Texas is training in certain anti-aircraft artillery and guided missile 
activities. The original budget estimate for this facility presented to 
the Committee was $10,417,000. In aletter received subsequent to the 
completion of the formal hearings of the Committee, this estimate 
was reduced to $9,001,000 by the Department of Defense to eliminate 
an administration and classroom building, on the basis of a reduction 
in the training load anticipated in the NIKE and HAWK surface-to- 
air missile programs. ‘The Committee feels that additional réductions 
can be achieved at this location as a result of reductions in Army 


surface-to-air missile programs made by the Department of Defense 
subsequent to submission of the budget estimates. Accordingly the 
Committee approves $8,000,000 for the construction program here 
with instructions that it be ee to essential operational facilities 


after a detailed review of the effect of the new air defense concept on 
the workload at Fort Bliss. 

The Committee has approved the request of $585,000 in support of 
certain aircraft and storage requirements at Fort Hood, Texas. 

The budget estimates presented to the Committee in the formal 
hearings for Fort Sam Houston, Texas total $840,000. Subsequent 
to the completion of these hearings, the Department of Defense made 
a letter request for an additional amount of $675,000 for the acquisi- 
tion of a building in San Antonio and its modification for use as a 
headquarters building and computer center site for the Fourth Army. 
The Cuchaiiieee has denied the request of $510,000 for certain avia- 
tion facilities requested at this location, believing that existing avia- 
tion facilities at the many air fields located in this area are sufficient 
to meet the requirements of Fort Sam Houston. It has approved the 
requests for the building acquisition and for certain training facilities. 

The Committee has denied the request for funds for various mis- 
sile facilities at Fort Sill, Oklahoma. The Army will be expected to 
thoroughly reexamine the training load at this installation and at 
Fort Bliss, Texas, especially in light of. the revised air defense pro- 
gram, prior to again requesting funds for missile facilities at these 
installations. 

Fifth Army.—The Committee recommends $1,571,000 for installa- 
tions in the Fifth Army area, a reduction of $827,000 in the budget 
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estimates of $2,398,000. At Fort Benjamin Harrison, Indiana, the 
Committee has denied the request of $126,000 for the conversion of 
existing buildings to barracks and $661,000 for an enlisted men’s 
mess. Present facilities appear to be ample to meet the requirements 
at this installation. The Committee has approved the request for 
various facilities at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas; Fort Riley, Kansas; 
the St. Louis Support Center, Missouri and Ft. Leonard Wood, 
Missouri. 

Sixth Army.—The Committee has approved $2,404,000 for certain 
installations in the Sixth Army area. This includes essential aviation 
facilities at Fort Ord, California and certain utility systems at the 
Presidio of San Francisco. 

United States Military Academy.—The budget estimate for the 
United States Military Academy is $11,726,000. The Committee has 
approved $6,772,000, a reduction of $4,954,000 in the estimates. The 
Committee has approved the funds requested for the expansion and 
rehabilitation of the heating system and for the 156 sets of family 
quarters for company grade officers. The Committee is not convinced 
of the need for barracks space of the type requested in the estimates at 
a cost of approximately $8200 per man, exclusive of supporting 
facilities. The funds requested are denied and it will be expected 
that the Army will thoroughly restudy the cost and scope of this 
barracks addition prior to the request for additional funds. Funds 
were requested in the amount of $469,000 for the first increment of 
the rehabilitation of Camp Buckner, the summer training area for 
the Academy. The Committee has approved the amount requested 
with the specific understanding, however, that this will complete the 
rehabilitation of the facilities at this location and that no additional 
military construction funds will be requested for this purpose. 

Armed Forces Special Weapons Project.—The funds requested in the 
ainount of $193,000 for the Armed Forces Special Weapons Project 
have been approved. These funds will provide essential facilities at 
three locations in the United States. 

Alaska.—The Committee has approved $3,637,000 for the Alaska 
Command Area, including construction at Fort Greeley and Fort 
Richardson. 

Army Air Defense Command.—The Committee has denied the re- 

uest of $1,646,000 for 80 family quarters at Army Air Defense 
ommand installations. If this housing is required it should be 
provided through the Capehart housing program. 

Alternate Joint Communications Center —The amount of $6,300,000 
was requested for additional facilities at the Alternate Joint Com- 
munications Center. The Committee fails to see the need for this 
construction at the present time and directs the Department of 
Defense to make additional study as to the requirement for these 
facilities including the scope and size requested giving full considera- 
tion to the fact that they will be fully utilized only during emergency 
situations. 

OVERSEAS 


Pacific Command Area.—Pending study of the overall land problem 
in Hawaii, the Committee has deleted the request of $90,000 for land 
acquisition at the Helamano Radio Receiving Station. Funds re- 
pair for the construction of family quarters at Fort Shafter are 

enied. Items approved by the Committee include certain facilities 
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at Schofield. Barracks, Hawaii; Fort Buckner in Okinawa and 
$7,000,000 in support of the Army troops in Korea. 

Caribbean.—Funds requested for training facilities at Fort Kobbe 
and for additions to the sewage disposal systems in the Panama Canal 
Zone have been approved in the amount of $1,286,000. 

Europe.—The Committee fails to see the immediate need for the 
POL tank storage and warehousing facilities requested in the amount 
of $5,757,000 in Germany. The scope, cost and location of these 
facilities should be restudied with maximum utilization made of exist- 
ing facilities in the European area. The Committee has deleted the 
$4,473,000 requested for various facilities in France, pending final 
solution to the problem relating to the storage of nuclear materials 
in this area. Funds requested in the amount of $1,080,000 for a 
high school at Hanau, Germany, are denied. A detailed study should 
be made of the cost and scope of this school and the total cost sub- 
stantially reduced. 

Army Security Agency.—The Committee has approved $4,978,000 for 
the Army Security Agency in overseas areas, a reduction of $4,991,000 
in the budget estimates of $9,969,000. The reductions made by the 
Committee include the deletion of a theater and service club in the 
amount of $306,000 since existing facilities are adequate to meet the 
need at the locations. The Committee has denied the request of 
$2,563,000 for family quarters and certain community support facili- 
ties at a classified overseas location. 

Funds were requested in the amount of $2,122,000 for an Army 
Security Agency field station in Japan. Additional construction at 
this installation is contemplated with surplus commodity credits 
available to the United States in Japan. Since credits of this type are 
available in sufficient amounts to meet all of the construction requested 
at this installation, the Committee has denied the request for appro- 

riated funds here and directs that the work be accomplished with 
ocal currencies available to the United States. 

Signal Corps.—The Committee has approved $4,000,000 for certain 
Signal Corps facilities in overseas areas, a reduction of $966,000 in 
the budget estimates. The Committee believes that with closer 
screening and an analysis of the need for communication facilities in 
overseas areas this reduction can be achieved without adversely 
affecting the program. 

Forward Depots.—Funds in the amount of $6,000,000 were requested 
for certain forward depots in the European and Pacific Command 
areas. The Committee has approved the $3,000,000 for the European 
area but has denied the request for a similar amount for facilities in 
the Pacific area. The Defense Department should restudy the loca- 
tion of these facilities in this area, taking into consideration the plans 
of other military services in this respect and maximum utilization of 
existing facilities. 

GENERAL AUTHORIZATIONS 


Surface-to-air missile tactical facilities —The amount of $146,646 ,000 
was requested for surface-to-air missile tactical facilities. The Com- 
mittee has chien $118,646,000, a reduction of $28,000,000 in the 
estimates. is is as a result of the revised air defense program sub- 
mitted to the Committee after the submission of the formal budget 


59015 Res., Vol. 5—H. Rept. 811, 86-1, O-61—2 
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estimates and represents a reduction which has been recommended 
by the Department of Defense. 


General Support Programs—The Committee has approved 
—_ 
by 


$27,700,000 for certain general support programs of the Arm 
reduction of $3,100,000 in the estimates. The funds pertrrion | 
the Committee are allocated as follows: . 

Planning 


Minor new construction 
Access Roads 


prpnoct of Title VIII (Capehart) housing 
Rehabilitation of substandard housing 


DEPARTMENT OF THE Navy 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, NAVY 


The Committee recommends an appropriation of $180,048 ,000 for 
Military Construction, Navy, a reduction of $63,952,000 in the 
budget estimate of $244,000,000 and $114,952,000 below the funds 
appropriated for fiscal year 1959. 

The program approved by the Committee is set forth in the follow- 
ing tabulation: 

Navy 
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Overseas: 
Shipyard Facilities 
Aviation Facilities 
Supply Facilities 
Ordnance Facilities 
Communication Facilities 
Yards and Docks Facilities 
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General Support Programs: 
Minor Construction 
Replacement of Damaged Facilities 
Capehart Housing Support 
Correction of Inadequate Public Quarters 
Commodity Credit Housing Support 
Access Roads 
Planning and Design 


258 


sug 
ZSSS88s 


5 


Total, General Authorization 
Grand total, Navy 


A detailed tabulation of the Committee action by states and by 
stations will be found in the tables at the end of this report. 

Shipyard facilities—The projects aperores by the Committee 
include certain facilities at the Naval Shipyards in Boston, Massa- 
chusetts and Brooklyn, New York as well as continuation of the subsid- 
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ence protective measures at the Naval Shipyard, Long Beach, Cali- 
fornia. Funds are also included for the expansion of certain facilities 
at David Taylor Model Basin, Carderock, Maryland and for rehabili- 
tation of wharves at the Naval facility at Guam. The Committee has 
approved $3,497,000 for the Naval Shipyard, Portsmouth, New 
ampshire for deepening of berths and improvement of building 
ways considered essential for the construction of modern nuclear 
eg submarines including those carrying the fleet ballistic missile. 
ile the Committee has approved the request of $877,000 for the 
replacement of boiler facilities at the Naval Submarine Base, New 
London, Connecticut, it has denied the request for the construction of 
new barracks and security fencing and acquisition of land therefor. 
The location of these barracks should be restudied with the idea of 
placing them on existing government property at this location. 

Fleet base facilities The Committee has approved the request of 
$7,353,000 for the construction of a breakwater at the Naval Station, 
Newport, Rhode Island. This is a highly essential project necessary 
to protect the berthing facilities at this installation. It should be 
placed under contract by the Navy as promptly as possible. 

Aviation facilities —The Committee recommends $67,332,000 for 
aviation facilities, a reduction of $22,718,000 from the $90,050,000 
requested. This represents a major portion of the military construc- 
tion program of the Navy and includes projects of considerable size, 
such as the continued development of the air stations at Meridian, 
Mississippi and Lemoore, California, and for facilities to support the 
various missile activities assigned to the Pacific Missile Range, Point 
Mugu, California. Certain essential programs at overseas stations 
primarily for the missile training of Atlantic Fleet units, continued 
support of the aircraft early warning barrier program, and other 
essential facilities have also been approved. 

The reductions recommended the Committee include the 
deletion of the request of $2,985,000 he an outlying field at the Naval 
Air Station, Meridian, Mississippi and $1,729,000 for a cross-wind 
runway at the same location. The Committee feels that the Navy 
should use existing facilities in this area in lieu of acquiring additional 
land for the outlying field. Testimony indicated that the cross-wind 
runway was required for only a small portion of the time and therefore 
the Committee desires that the Navy restudy the actual need for this 
item. 

The Committee recommends $21,554,000 for continuation of the 
work at the Naval Air Station, Lemoore, California, a reduction of 
$5,343,000 in the budget estimates. This includes the deletion of the 
request of a hospital as previously mentioned. The funds approved 
by the Committee will provide for the orderly continuation of the pro- 
grammed construction at this location if proper advantage is taken 
of the large amount of funds available for construction at Lemoore 
and maximum priority is given to operational needs. The Committee 
Sr to see the need for such frills at this location as heated aircraft 

angars. 

The Committee has not approved the additional carrier berthing 
facilities including land acquisition requested in the amount of 
$7,000,000 for the Naval Air Station, North Island, California, and 
$1,271,000 at NAS, Ford Island, Hawaii. Existing facilities are 
ys to meet operating requirements in the immediate future. 

The Committee has provided $3,439,000 for the Marine Corps Air 
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Station, Yuma, Arizona. These funds should be sufficient to carry on 
this pean” at a cost ratio similar to that experienced in other 
areas of this country. . . 

At the Naval Air Station, Lakehurst, New Jersey, the Committee 
has denied, the request for $273,000 for emergency electric power gen- 
erating facilities. Maximum use should be made of existing generat- 
ing facilities at this installation as well as portable generators avail- 
a to the.Navy. If this is done, this requirement can be met with- 
out this additional construction cost. The Committee fails to see the 
need for. the catapult and arresting gear component facilities requested 
for. the Naval Air Material Center, sy Pennsylvania and 
accordingly has deleted this item from the bill. 

, Lhe Committee has approved $25,823,000 for the Pacific Missile 
Range, Point. Mugu, California, a reduction of $4,227,000 in the 
budget estimates of $30,050,000. It appears to the Committee that 
administrative space presently available is sufficient to meet the needs 
in this respect in the immediate future and accordingly the new head- 
uarters building requested in the amount of $1,867,000 is denied. 
The Committee has denied the request of $980,000 for additional 
barracks and desires that the Navy restudy the design and cost of 
these facilities for the purpose of making them comparable in cost 
to those at other locations. Existing facilities including those at the 
nearby Construction Battalion Center, Port Hueneme appear to be 
adequate to meet the need for the automotive maintenance facility 
requested in the amount of $330,000. Additional reductions can be 
ieved in the program at Point M if maximum advantage is 
taken of the e sums of money available for construction and if 
plans are limited to those essential only to operational requirements. 

At the Fleet Air Detachment, Keflavik, Iceland, the Committee has 
reduced the funds requested by $1,730,000. This reduction can be 
achieved by the maximum utilization of existing facilities and by dili- 
gence in design and price negotiations. The Committee is not con- 
vinced of the need for a new pier at the Naval Air Station, Roosevelt 
Roads, Puerto Rico at the present time and desires that the Navy 
restudy the economics of this replacement. The Committee also 
recommends an additional reduction of $150,000 in the funds requested 
at this installation. 

The Committee does not feel that the need for the runway extension 
at Guantanamo Bay, Cuba is of sufficient priority to warrant its con- 
struction at the present time. Accordingly, the request of $5,619,000 
for this extension is denied. 

Supply facilities—The Committee has eyprpres the request of 
$2,213,000 for supply facilities in continental United States. The 
funds approved will include essential alterations for electronic data 
processing machine installations, rehabilitation and improvement. of 
steam facilities at the Naval Supply Depot, Newport, Rhode Island 
and the conversion of POL storage facilities at the Naval Supply 
Center, Pearl Harbor, Hawaii. The request of $3,060,000 for the first 
increment of POL storage facilities at the Naval Supply Depot, Guam 
is denied. The Committee desires that the Department of Defense 
restudy this proposal including the location, the type of construction 
and the possibility of combining this with Air Force requirements in 
the same area. 
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Marine Corps facilities —The Committee has approved the budget 
estimate of $4,155,000 for various Marine Corps facilities, includin 
essential nuclear assembly and check-out structures, ammunition an 
other high-explosive storage facilities and magazines, the replacement 
of badly deteriorated barracks at the Marine Corps base, Camp 
Pendleton, California, as well as other minor improvements at Marine 
Corps installations. 

Ordnance facilities —The Committee has approved the budget 
estimate‘of $6,351,000 for various ordnance facilities, including those 
for outloading facilities necessary for the latest anti-submarine 
warfare weapons, facilities to support the fleet ballistic missile PO- 
LARIS and certain essential ammunition storage and ordnance 
disposal facilities. 

ervice Schools—The Committee has approved the request for 
certain facilities essential to the various training activities of the 
Navy, including those for a school for communication technicians at 
Corry Field, Florida, a replacement of underground utilities systems 
at the Naval Academy, Maryland, classified facilities in connection 
with submarine training at the Naval Submarine School, New Lon- 
don, Connecticut, as well as other facilities in connection with the 
essential training of Naval personnel. The request of $4,442,000 for 
the first increment in the replacement of certain recruit barracks at 
the Naval Training Center, Great Lakes, Illinois is denied. The 
Committee fails to see the need for this replacement at the present 
time and believes that the Department of Defense should make a 
detailed study as to the need and scope of this replacement, particularly 
in view of the increased re-enlistment rate being experienced in the 
Navy at the present time. Funds in the amount of $4,000,000 have 
been approved for the Armed Forces Staff College, Norfolk, Virginia, 
a reduction of $643,000 in the budget estimates. This amount is 
approved for a new academic building with the specific understanding 
that no additional funds are to be requested for this installation. 
Maximum utilization must be made of existing facilities. If this is 
done, the future needs of this school can be met without additional 
military construction funds. 

Medical facilities—The Committee has approved the $75,000 
requested for alterations for the Medical Research Laboratory, New 
London, Connecticut. As mentioned previously the request of 
$7,788,000 for the replacement of hospital facilities at the National 
Naval Medical Center, Bethesda, Maryland has been eliminated. 

Communication facilities. —The Committee has approved $12,752,000 
for communication facilities which includes the continued development 
of the Naval Radio Research Station, Sugar Grove, West Virginia, 
and the Naval Radio Station, Washington County, Maine as well as 
additional essential communication facilities. 

Naval research facilities —The amount of $1,591,000 was requested 
for a high level radiation laboratory at the Naval Research Labora- 
tory, in the District of Columbia. Hearings before the Committee 
disclosed that there apparently are existing facilities capable of doing 
the work proposed for this laboratory. The Committee is not 
satisfied that the Department of Defense has made a sufficient study 
of the use of existing facilities and those proposed for construction by 
other government agencies to warrant construction of this laboratory 
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at the present time. Accordingly, the funds requested have been 
deleted from the bill. 

Yards and Docks facilities——The amount of $10,947,000 was re- 
quested as the first increment for improvements to the public power 
system including acquisition of land at the Public Works Center, 

uam. The Committee notes that the estimates submitted were not 
even based on a preliminary engineering study, that consideration is 
being given to using a nuclear reactor for the second increment of 
construction, and that the proposed site of this facility was located 
on unusually high priced land. With these thoughts in mind, the 
Committee has denied the request for funds and believes that the 
entire matter of power facilities on Guam including scope, location 
and use of nuclear reactors as a source of power should be restudied 
before additional funds are requested of the Congress. 

The Committee has approved the request of $760,000 for improve- 
ee water system at the Public Works Center, Guantanamo 

ay, Cuba. 

eneral Support Programs.—The Committee has approved 
$26,600,000 for certain general support programs of the Navy, a 
reduction of $1,772,000 in the estimates. e funds saunated, by 
the Committee are allocated as follows: 
Planning 
Minor new construction 
Replacement of damaged facilities...............-..---------.- 
Title VIII (Capehart) Housing support 
Correction of inadequate public quarters 
Commodity Credit Housing support 
Access roads 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, NAVAL RESERVE 


The Committee has approved $8,589,000 for military construction 
for the Naval Reserve Forces, a reduction of $411,000 in the budget 
estimates of $9,000,000 and $589,000 more than the funds appro- 

riated in fiscal year 1959. The Committee does not believe that the 
avy has made a thorough aed a existing facilities in the Tampa, 


Florida area, including those at MacDill Air Force Base and accord- 
ingly has denied the request of $391,000 for a Marine Corps Reserve 
Armory at this location. 

The amount of $20,000 was requested for the purchase of land for 
an armory at Johnson City, Tennessee. This land is presently con- 
trolled by the Veterans Administration and the budget estimate is 
the result of an apparently new policy of the Executive Branch to 
have the various governmental agencies purchase land from each 
other instead of transferring as has been done previously. The Com- 
mittee fails to see the justification for such a policy and the request is 
accordingly denied. 

The projects approved by the Committee will be found in the tabu- 
lations at the end of this report. 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, AIR FORCE 


The Committee has approved $756,616,600 for Military Construc- 
tion, Air Force, a reduction of $137,383,400 in the budget estimates 
of $894,000,000. These funds, when coupled with unobligated bal- 
ances existing at the end of fiscal year 1959 will provide ample funds 
for the fiscal year 1960 progtam and a realistic carryover into fiscal 
year 1961. 

The table below shows the Committee action by major commands. 
A detailed tabulation by stations will be found at the sie of this report, 


Air Force 


Activity Funding Approved by 
request committee 
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Alaskan Air Command 
Air Defense Command 
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Total, General Authorization 
Grand total, Air Force 


segses | 


Funds were requested in the amount of $2,651,000 for the construc- 
tion of shop facilities for ground powered equipment at various loca- 
tiong within the Air Force. Information developed by the Committee 
cast serious doubt as to the validity of the requirements, particularly 
as regards the scope and size of the buildings and the maximum utiliza- 
tion of existing facilities. The Committee has denied the request for 
funds and will expect the Department of Defense to make a thorough 
review of this entire program. 
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CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES 


Alaskan Air Command.—The amount of $18,158,000 has been 
approved for the Alaskan Air Command, a reduction of $1,524,000 in 
the budget request of $19,682,000. Funds were requested to provide 
additional power facilities for Air Force stations at four locations in 
Alaska, including certain stand-by capacity. While the Committee 
realizes the need for increased power requirements at these locations, 
it fails to see the need for more stand-by capacity and accordingly 
has eliminated funds therefore from the requested amounts. This 
includes the following reductions: 

Fire Island $357, 500 
Indian Mountain 
King Salmon Airport 

The Committee has reduced the amount requested for the Tropo- 
spheric Scatter Communication System by $488,000. 

Air Defense Command.—The Committee has approved $24,843,600 
for the Air Defense Command, a reduction of $6,190,400 in the budget 
request of $31,034,000. The reductions made by the Committee in 
this program include $555,400 for barracks and supporting utilities 
requested at Duluth Air Force Base; $127,000 for Squadron Head- 

uarters buildings at K. I. Sawyer Air Force Base; $29,000 for an 
elevator in the control tower at Tyndall Air Force Base. The Com- 
mittee fails to see the need for such an elevator in the tower at the 
latter location and believes that the savings mentioned at K. I. Sawyer 
can be achieved if consideration is given to building one structure con- 
taining headquarters facilities for several squadrons rather than single 
buildings for the individual squadrons. As mentioned previousiy, the 


funds deleted for Duluth are in support of the Committee’s eon | that 


additional funds should not be approved in support of BOMARC 
installations on the northern periphery until the entire plan for deploy- 
ment of missiles in this area has been established. 

The Committee has approved the $10,000,000 requested for a 
combat operation center for the North American Air Defense Com- 
mand near Colorado Springs in Colorado. It has, however, inserted 
in the bill a separate section which provides that the cost of this 
facility shall not exceed the present Air Force total cost estimate of 
$29,000,000. 

Air Material Command.—The Committee has allowed $12,517,000 
for the Air Material Command, a reduction of $12,080,000. Funds 
approved will provide facilities in support of the basic air material 
mission which is one of procurement and logistic support for the Air 
Force. Funds requested in the amount of $1,037,000 for a guided 
missile shop at Olmsted Air Force Base, Pennsylvania, have been 
denied. The Committee feels that an additional study is required 
as to the utilization of private facilities for this work and that a study 
should be made of facilities of the Department of the Navy which the 
Air Force testified they had not considered. At Wright Patterson 
Air Force Base, Ohio, the Committee has approved $9,227,000 but 
has eliminated funds requested for three specific facilities, including 
$2,277,000 for the Medical Laboratory facilities; $1,366,000 for the 
propulsion laboratory and $7,400,000 for academic facilities in support 
of the Air Force Institute of Technology. As pointed out previously, 
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the Medical Laboratory has been deleted in support of the Committee’s 
request for a study combining the various aviation medicine facilities. 
The Committee is not satisfied that a thorough study has been made 
of existing facilities in other governmental locations and in private 
industry to support the workload required for the propulsion labora- 
tory. The request for funds for academic facilities in support of the 
Air Force Institute of Technology was a matter of long, arduous and 
careful consideration by the Committee and the subject of a detailed 
study by the Committee’s Investigation Staff. It appears that the 
workload at this Institute can be handled in existing governmental 
facilities if consideration is given to the capabilities of private educa- 
tional institutions to meet a large portion of the requirements of this 
rogram. Certainly if the Navy can train comptrollers at George 
Vashington University and the Army do the same at Syracuse 
University, there is no need for the Air Force to build expensive new 
academic facilities at one of their installations for the same purpose. 
The Committee feels that careful consideration has not been given all 
facets of this problem by the reviewing authorities within the Depart- 
ment of Defense and accordingly has denied the funds. 

Air Research and Development Command.—Funds were requested in 
the amount of $11,829,000 for the Air Research and Development 
Command. The Committee has allowed $9,737,000, a reduction of 
$2,092,000. The funds recommended provide support of the Com- 
mand as it carries on the scientific, adeaneal and development work 
required for the accomplishment of the Air Force mission. The funds 
deleted by the Committee all relate to Hanscom Air Force Base, 
Massachusetts and include the deletion of a library at $806,000 and 
physics laboratory at $1,286,000. The Committce believes that exist- 
ing facilities are adequate to meet the library needs for this installa- 
tion and that a detailed study must be made of existing facilities 
within the Federal Government as well as. civilian facilities prior to 
the construction of the physics laboratory at this particular installation. 

Air Training Command.—:The Committee has approved $2,944,000 
for the Air Training Command, a reduction of $12,210,000 in the 
budget estimates of $15,154,000. Funds provided will allow for im- 
plementation of the basic training mission of the Air Force and 
certain essential facilities for other commands located on Air Training 
Command installations. The Committee has denied the request of 
$1,040,000 for technical training facilities at Amarillo Air Force Base, 
Texas in the belief that existing facilities at this location and other 
Air Force training stations are sufficient to meet this requirement. 
Funds requested for technical training facilities in the amount of 
$1,186,000 at Lackland Air Force Base, Texas have been denied. 
Existing facilities are adequate to meet this need at the present time. 
Meanwhile, the Committee directs that a study be made by the 
Department of Defense as to the feasibility of combining the various 
cryptographic training schools of the several services at a single 
location. 

In keeping with the announced policy of the Committce relating 
to Air Defense facilities in the southwestern United States, the Com- 
a has denied the request of $1,712,000 at Webb Air Force Base, 

eXas. 

Air University—The Committee has denied the request of 
$1,825,000 for facilities for the Air University at Gunter Air Force 
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Base, Alabama. The consolidation of the School of Aviation Medi- 
cine at a single location as mentioned elsewhere previously in this 
report would obviate the need for the wing headquarters dormitory 
and dining hall facilities requested at this location. 

Headquarters Command.—The budget estimate for the Headquarters 
Command was $21,020,000 to provide facilities at Andrews Air Force 
Base, primarily to allow the movement of flying activities from the 
Bolling-Anacostia complex to this location. The Committee does not 
feel that a thorough study has been made of the requirement for all 
of these facilities at this location, particularly with reference to 
additional hangar and apron requirements and accordingly has 
approved $16,980,000 for this program, a reduction of $4,040,000 
in the budget estimates. 

Military Air Transport Service.—The Committee has approved 
$2,073,000 for MATS. These funds provide for the continuation of 
facilities programmed in support of the Military Air Transport 
Service and for certain air defense missions located on MATS bases. 

Strategic Air Command.—The Committee has approved $54,551,000 
for the Strategic Air Command, a reduction of $22,747,000 in the 
budget estimates of $77,298,000. The funds approved by the Com- 
mittee are in support of the program to provide alert capabilities and 
dispersal facilities for the Strategic Air Command bomber force in- 
cluding additional tanker facilities and various operational and support 
facilities in direct support of the strategic effort. At Clinton County, 
Air Force Base, Ohio, the Committee has deleted the request of 
$1,280,000 for barracks. Existing facilities and those programed 
for construction in prior year programs appear to be sufficient to 
mect the needs at this installation. At Davis-Monthan, the Com- 
mittee has eliminated the $369,000 for an armament and electronic 
shop and an aircraft calibration facility. Although located at a 
SAC base these facilities are in support of the air defense mission and 
have been climinated as have other facilities of this nature in the 
southwestern portion of the United States. The Committee fails to 
see the need for a cafeteria and snack bar requested for Glasgow Air 
Force Base, Montana, in the amount of $220,000 and has deleted 
this item from the program. The Committee has also deleted the 
request of $626,000 for a warehouse at MacDill Air Force Base, 
Florida. Funds in the amount of $5,651,000 were requested for a 
combat operations center at. March Air Force Base, California. This 
represents a so-called hardened command center for the Fifteenth 
Air Force Headquarters. The Committee feels that this matter of 
hardened facilities for major commands of the military services is a 

roblem which requires the detailed study and consideration of the 

cretary of Defense. It should be based on a coordinated long-range 
plan, instead of on a piece-meal approach as represented here. The 
funds requested, therefore, are denied and any future requests for 
facilities of this type should be based on such an overall plan. In the 
military construction program for fiscal year 1959 the Committee 
eliminated funds for a runway extension and related items at Offutt 
Air Force Base, Nebraska. It was pointed out that the extension 
here was among the most costly ever proposed by the Air Force and 
that existing military installations should be used to meet the needs 
of the new mission proposed for this installation. Funds were again 
requested for this extension and related items in the fiscal year 1960 
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program at a cost of $4,625,000, an increase of $1,069,000 in the estimates 
submitted last year. The Committee has again denied the request. 

The Committee has approved $16,000,000 for continuation of the 
construction at Bong Air Force Base, Wisconsin, a reduction of 
$4,838,000 in the estimates. These funds are to be obligated in 
strict accord with the priority set forth in the budget program and 
with emphasis upon the construction of operational facilities. 

Funds in the amount of $5,922,000 were requested in support of 
SAC dispersed maintenance facilities at various locations. The 
original concept for aircraft maintenance in support of the dispersal 
of SAC units involved the construction of facilities at certain locations 
referred to as “home bases’. These bases would each support several 
SAC units at various locations. Facilities have been constructed in 
support of this concept. Now the Air Force desires to abandon this 
concept and permit the maintenance to be performed at each installa- 
tion where SAC aircraft are located. The Committee is not con- 
vinced of the economy of this change or that maximum use is being 
made of maintenance facilities already constructed in support of the 
SAC mission. Accordingly the funds requested have been deleted 
from the bill and the Department of Defense is expected to make a 
detailed review of this program. 

Tactical Air Command.—The Committee has made a minor reduc- 
tion at Langley AFB, Virginia by the application of uniform unit costs 
for the aircraft maintenance docks. The funds approved by the Com- 
mittee provide essential supporting facilities for Tactical Air Com- 
mand installations located at Cannon Air Force Base, New Mexico; 
England Air Force Base, Louisiana; Langley Air Force Base, Virginia; 
Myrtle Beach Air Force Base, South Carolina; Sewart Air _ en 
Base, Tennessee; Seymour Johnson Air Force Base, North Carolina; 
Shaw Air Force Base, South Carolina; Nellis Air Force Base, Nevada; 
and Williams Air Force Base, Arizona. 

Various programs.—The Committee has approved the requests for 
$33,456,000 for the ballistic missile carly waraing system, $369 ,540,000 
for the ballistic missile program and $10,000,000 for strategic missiles. 
As pointed out elsewhere in the report, funds requested in support of 
the SENTRY and MIDAS satellite program have been made available 
to the Advanced Research Projects Agency. The revised air defense 
plan eliminated the requirement for construction funds for BOMARC 
missile facilities in the fiscal year 1960 program. 


OVERSEAS 


Military Air Transport Service.—The Committee has approved the 
$1,813,000 requested for the overseas installations of MATS, con- 
sisting of operational facilities at Lajes Field, Azores and electric 
power facilities for an installation in Iceland. 

Pacific Air Command.— The Committee has approved $11,348,000 
for installations in the Pacific Air Command, a reduction of $14,816,000 
in the budget estimates. The reductions made by the Committee 
include the deletion of the hospital at Clark Air Force Base, Republic 
of the Philippines and the request for operational facilities for the 
MACE missile on Okinawa. 

Strategic Air Command.— The Committee has approved the budget 
estimates of $8,435,000 for Strategic Air Command installations in 
overseas areas. This permits the orderly construction of essential 
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facilities in support of the worldwide mission of the Strategic Air 
Command. 

Europe.— The Committee has approved $5,765,000 for Air Force 
facilities in the European area, a reduction of $6,385,000 in the budget 
estimates. The reduction made by the Committee relates solely to 
the denial of the request for facilities in support of the MACE missile. 

Air Force Security Service.— The Committee has approved $3,548,000 
for the overseas locations of the Air Force Security Service, a reduction 
of $1,026,000 in the budget estimate. The reductions made by the 
Committee include the deletion of theaters and community facilities 
at various installations in Turkey. Existing facilities are adequate to 
meet the theater requirements and the Committee has previously 
mentioned its attitude toward the policy of constructing family housing 
and dependent’s facilities in critical overseas locations. 


GENERAL SUPPORT PROGRAMS 


The Committee has approved $50,800,000 for certain general sup- 
port programs, a reduction of $5,500,000 in the estimates. The funds 
approved by the Committee are allocated as follows: 

Planning 

Minor Construction 

Minor land acquisition 

Support of Title VIII (Capehart) housing 
Support of Surplus Commodity credit housing 
Access Roads 


AIR FORCE RESERVE COMPONENTS 


The budget estimate for the Air National Guard is $17,000,000. 
‘The Committee has approved $16,440,000, a reduction of $560,000 in 
the budget estimates. The reduction made by the Committee relates 
solely to the construction of a hangar at Hickam Air Force Base, 
Hawaii and is made to bring the cost into line with the recent cost 
experiences of the military services in this area. 

The Committee has approved the budget estimate of $4,000,000 for 
facilities for the Air Force Reserve. 

A detailed list of the stations involved in these programs will be 
found in the tabulation at the end of this report. 


LIMITATIONS AND LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS 


The following limitations and legislative provisions not heretofore 
carried are included in the bill: 
On page 10, in connection with general provisions: 


Sec. 112. None of the funds appropriated in this Act may 
be used to make payments under contracts for any project in a 
foreign country unless the Secretary of Defense, after consulta- 
tion with the Secretary of the Treasury, certifies to the Congress, 


stating the reason therefor, that the use, by purchase from the 
Treasury, of currencies of such country acquired pursuant to 
law is not feasible for the purpose. 

On page 10, in connection with general provisions: 


Sec. 118. None of the funds appropriated in this Act shall 
be used for the construction of a combat operations center for 
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the North American Air Defense Command at a cost in excess 
of $29,000,000. 


SuMMARY TABULATION 


CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES 
Alabama: 
Army 
"a caitiined Ordnance Depot 
Fort Rucker a ‘ 5 
Redstone Arsenal 5, 292, 600 


Total__-_- 


Alaska: 


Army: :, 
Fort ES, 5a ww cecmslantiele itt heGeaahaens ik dant ated bE oithn he 3, 322, 000 
Fort Richardson 315, 000 


Subtotal. ____- iain Site S wdden partie 3, 637, 000 


Navy: 
Naval Radio Station, Buskin Lake- 
Naval Security Group Activity, Cape Chiniak_- 


Subtotal 


Air Force: 
Bethel Air Force Station-.- 
Campion Air Force Station _- 
Eielson Air Force Base 
775, 000 
be 219, 500 
100, 000 
502, 000 
King Salmon Airport 1, 365, 000 
Indian Mountain. : was : 1, 893, 500 
Ladd 250, 
Murphy Dome 1, 407, 000 
Northeast saan. bs Slice wesw ace ele aan cea ss ls alata eda earan cdi sith 1, 925, 000 
White Alice 531, 000 
Tropo Scatter . z 


Subtotal 18, 158, 000 
21, 919, 000 
Arizona: 
Army: Fort Huachuca , . 
Navy: Marine Corps Auxiliary Air Station, Yuma 3, 439, 000 
Air Force: 
Davis-Monthan Air Force Base, Tucson 526, 000 
Williams Air Force Base, Chandler 143, 000 
669, 000 
8, 635, 500 
Arkansas: 
Air Force: 
Blytheville Air Force Base, Blytheville 902, 000 
Little Rock Air Force Base, Little Rock 325, 000 


1, 227, 000 
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SuMMARY TABULATION—Continued 


CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES—Continued 


California: 


Army: 
Presidio of San Francisco 
Fort Ord 


Subtotal 


Navy: 
Marine Corps Supply Center, Barstow 
Marine Corps Base, Camp Pendleton 
Naval Air Station, El Toro 
Naval Air Station, Lemoore 
Naval Shipyard, Long Beach----- 
Naval Air Station, Miramar 


Naval Air Missile Test Center, Point hoo p51". 


Naval Supply Depot, San Diego-- 

Naval Training iodo. San Diego-. 

Marine Corps Air Facility, Santa Ana_. 
Marine Corps Base, Twentynine Palms__- 


Subtotal_______-- 


Air Force: 
Beale Air Force Base, Marysville- - 
Castle Air Force Base, Merced 
Edwards Air Force Base, Muroc_--.---- 
Hamilton Air Force Base, San Rafael 
Mather, Sacramento . _ - 
McClellan Air Force Base, Sacramento 
Vandenberg Air Force Base, Lompoc. 


Subtotal__ __ 
Becks ns 


Colorado: 
Army: Fitzsimons Army Hospital 


Air Force: 
Lowry Air Force Base_- 
Rea. ......- 
Subtotal 
Weal. «5. 
Connecticut: 


Navy: 
Navy Submarine Base, New London 


Navy Medical Research Laborstory, New London 


Delaware: 


Air Force: Dover Air Force Base, Dover, total___ - 


$218, 000 
2, 186, 000 


432, 000 

2, 258, 000 
48, 000 

21, 554, 000 
500, 000 
305, 000 
25, 823, 000 
100, 000 

4, 343, 000 
2, 216, 000 

, 137, 000 


"58, 716, 000 


147, 000 


3, 929, 000 
65, Oe, 0 


_ 188, 000 


405, 000 
10, 000, 000 


10, 405, 000 


10, 593, 000 


877, 000 
75, 000 


952, 000 
408, 000 





MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS, 1960 


SUMMARY TABULATION—Continued 


CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES—Continued 
Florida: 
Nav & 

Naval Air Station, Mayport $1, 323, 000 
Naval Communications Sane | Center, Corry ; Field 1, 000, 000 
Naval Air Station, Jacksonville__ : bs alae Sd 700, 000 
Naval Air Station, Pensacola____- ; 400, 000 
Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Whiting Field - mas a 7, 490, 000 


Subtotal. - ; : 10. 913, 000 


Air Force: 
Eglin Air Force Base_-__--- _— Je be 833, 000 
Cape Canaveral - eS : eae 279, 000 
Homestead Air Force Base, Wiessstend.......... ised 4, 734, 000 
McCoy Air Force Base, Orlando__- ; . 6, 949, 000 
MacDill Air Force Base, Tampa__- ioe htt 240, 000 
Tyndall Air Force Base_ - - - +s 3, 677, 000 


Subtotal___ seeds ‘ : ‘16, 712, 000 
Total _ - 


Georgia: 
Army: 
Fort Benning 
Fort Stewart 


Subtotal_- 


Air Force: 
Robbins Air Force Base, Macon 
Turner Air Force Base, Albany 


Subtotal 


iii : plate, sok ss 3, 361, 000 
Idaho: 
Air Force: Mountain Home Air Force Ease, Mountain Home, 
total. St i : isn 1, 263, 000 
[llinois: 
Army: Savanna Ordnance Depot, Savanna - 1, 725, 000 
Navy: Naval Training Center, Great Lakes =r 270, 000 


Total ws ‘  aoerer : 1, 995, 000 


Indiana: 
Air Force: Bunker Hill Air Force Base, Peru___- s 1, 562, 000 


Total eee 2 ta 1, 562, 000 


Kansas: 
Army: 
Fort Leavenworth 160, 000 
Fort. Riley_- - ; ai 597, 000 


Subtotal 757, 000 


Air Force: 
Forbes Air Force Base, Topeka 665, 000 
McConnell Air Force Base, Wichita / 930, 000 
Schilling Air Force Base, Salina 3, 938, 000 


Subtotal 5, 533, 000 


6, 290, 000 





32 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION APPROPRIATIONS, 1960 


SumMARY TABULATION—Continued 


CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES—Continued 
Kentucky: 


Army: 
Fort Campbell $2, 360, 000 
PUNO OMe hla diocese dave Leu eu seb Vie 2, 191, 000 


Louisiana: 
Army: Bossier Base (AFSWP) 38, 000 
Air Force: 
Chenault Air Force Base, Lake Charles 265, 000 
England Air Force Base, Alexandria 2, 351, 000 


Subtotal 2, 616, 000 
2, 654, 000 


y: 
Naval Radio Station, Washington County _ 2, 179, 000 
Naval Radio Station, Winter Harbor 271, 000 


"Subtotal 3, 450, 000 

Air Force: i wer 
Dow Air Force Base, Bangor = 312, 000 
Loring Air Force Base, Limestone 48, 000 


Subtotal 360; 000 
3, 810, 000 


Maryland: 
Army: 

Aberdeen Proving Ground 

Army Chemical Center 

Fort Detrick 

Fort George G. Meade 

Fort Ritchie 


Subtotal 


Navy: 
Sewel Air Station, Patuxent River 
Naval Academy, Annapolis 
National Naval Medical Center, Bethesda 
David Taylor Model Basin, Carderock 
Naval Propellant Plant, Indian Head 
Naval Air Station, Towers Field 


Subtotal 
Air Force: Andrews Air Force Base, Camp Springs 


Army: Fort Devens 
Navy: Naval Shipyard, Boston 1, 422, 000 


Air Force: 
L. G. Hanscom Field, Bedford 166, 000 
Otis Air Force Base, Falmouth 604, 000 
770, 000 


2, 251, 000 
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SumMARY TABULATION—Continued 


CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES—Continued 
Michigan: 
Air Force: 
Kinross Air Force Base, Sault Ste. Marie 
K. I. Sawyer Municipal Airport, Marquette 
Selfridge Air Force Base, Mount Clemens 
Wurtsmith Air Force Base, Oscod 


tal 
Minnesota: Air Force: Duluth Municipal Airport, Duluth, total. 1, 144, 600 
Mississippi: 
Navy: Naval Auxiliary Air Station Meridian 433, 000 
Air Force: Columbus Air Force Base, Columbus 54, 000 


487, 000 


SSS 


553, 000 
261, 000 


814, 000 


Air Force: 
Richards-Gebaur, Kansas City 802, 000 
Whiteman Air Force Base, Knobnoster 150, 000 
Subtotal 952, 000 


1, 766, 000 


Montana: 
Air Force: 
Glasgow Air Force Base 2, 028, 000 
Malmstrom Air Force Base, Great Falls 473, 000 


2, 501, 000 


Lincoln Air Force Base, Lincoln 164, 000 
Offutt Air Force Base, Omaha 743, 000 


907, 000 
Army: Lake Mead Base (AFSWP) 130, 000 
Air Force: Nellis Air Force Base, Las Vegas 557, 000 
687, 000 
New Hampshire: 
Army: Cold Regions Laboratory 3, 000, 000 
Navy: Naval Shipyard, Portsmouth 3, 497, 000 
Air Force: Pease Air Force Base, Portsmouth 450, 000 
6, 947, 000 
New Jersey: 
Navy: 
Naval Soy Depot, Bayonne 123, 000 
Naval Air Station, Lakehurst 453, 000 


576, 000 
907, 000 


1, 483, 000 


59015 Res., Vol. 5—H. Rept. 811, 86-1, O-61—3 
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Summary TABULATION—Continued 


CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES—Continued 
New Mexico: 
Army: White Sands Missile Range 


Air Force: 
Walker Air Force Base, Roswell 
Cannon Air Force Base, Clovis 
Holloman Air Force Base, Alamagordo 
Sacramento Peak 


Army: U.S. Military Academy 
ee 

aval Shipyard erenag of 

Naval Medical Supply g 


Plattsburg Air Force Base, Platteburg 
Griffiss Air Force Base, Rome...-... gant enusdidemeane 


Navy: 
Marin e Corps Base, Camp Lejeune 
Marine Corps Air Station, Cherry Point 


DIME Are a cteccconinameownsentineamathians nit abhad 


North Dakota: 
Air Force: 
Grand Forks Air Force Base, Grand Forks 
Minot Air Force Base, Minot 


Ohio: 
Air Force: 
Clinton County Air Force Base 
Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton 


Oklahoma: 
Army: 
Air Yo 
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SumMARY TABULATION—Continued 


CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES—Continued 
Pennsylvania: 


my: 
tat Ordnance Depot $454, 000 


454, 000 
1, 421, 000 


1, 875, 000 
Rhode Island: 


Navy: 
Tews Supply Depot, Newport 1, 877, 000 
Naval Station, Newport 7, 353, 000- 


9, 230, 000 


South Carolina: 
Navy: Marine Corps Auxiliary Air Station, Beaufort 51, 000 
Air Force: 
Charleston Air Force Base, Charleston 758, 000 


Myrtle Beach Municipal Airport, Myrtle Beach 151, 000 
Shaw Air Force Base, Sumter 505, 000 


1, 414, 000 
1, 465, 000 
1, 145, 000 


essee: 
Navy: Naval Air Station, Memphis 330, 000 


Air Force: 
Arnold Engineering Development Center, Tullahoma... 5, 690, 000 
Sewart Air Force Base, Smyrna 2, 249, 000 


7, 939, 000 


Amarillo Air Force Base, Amarillo 

Bergstrom Air Force Base, Austin 

Biggs Air Force Base, El 

Carswell Air Force Base, Ft. Worth 

Dyess Air Force Base, |e aN Re RRA 
James Connally Air Force Base, Waco 

Lackland Air Force Base 

Perrin Air Force Base, Sherman 

Sheppard Air Force Base, Wichita Falls 
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Summary TasuLATion—Continued 
CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES—Continued 


Dugway Proving Ground 
ip Fores: Hill Air Force Base, Ogden 


ay: 

A. P. Hill Military Reservation 
Fort Belvoir 

Fort Lee 


y: 

Air Force Staff Colle; 

Naval Air Station, Norfolk 

Naval Communications Station, Norfolk 
Naval Air Station, Oceana 


Fairchild Air Force Base, 8: 

Geiger Air Force Base, Spo 

Larson Air Force Base, eses Lake 
McChord Air Force Base, Tacoma. 


T 
West Virginia: 


Navy: Naval Radio Anne Station, Sugar Grove, total. _.. 
Wisconsin 


Air Force: Richard Bong AFBM, Kansasville, total 
‘Wyomin ming: 
orce: Warren Air Force Base, total 


Various locations: 


_ Air Force: 
Air control and-warning 
Ballistic — early warning system 
Ballistic miss 
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Summary TABULATION—Continued 
OVERSEAS 


Navy: Naval station, total 
Ascension Island: 


: Argentia 
Air Force: Various locations - - 2, 118, 000 


6, 251, 000: 
tied: Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay, total 


Germany: 
ir Fo 


Air Force: Crete, total 
Greenland: 

Air Force: Various locations, total. 
Hawaii: 


Nav 
“Naval Su alts Center, Pearl Harbor 


Marine Air Station, Kaneohe 
Naval Radio i Geatien, Lualualei 
Naval Radio Station, Wahiawa 


Total 
Iceland: Air Force, total 
Italy: Army, total 
Iwo Jima: Kir Force, total 
Japan: 
Nav 
Air 
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Summary TaBuLaTion—Continued 


OVERSEAS—Continued 
Mariana Islands: 


avy: 
Siawal ship repair facility, Guam 


otal 
Marshall Islands: Air Force, Wake Island, total 
Netherlands: Air Force, total 
North Ireland: 
Navy: Naval Radio Facility, Londonderry, total 


Okinawa: 
Army: Fort Buckner 
Nav 
Air 


Philippines: 
avy: Naval Air Station, Cubi Point 
orce: Clark Air Force Base 


Nav 
Naval Air Station, Roosevelt Roads 
Naval Radio Station, Sebana Seca 


—— 


Aircraft control and warning 
Communication facilities 


6, 
1, 714, 000 
1, 790, 000 


2, 810, 000 
86, 000 


2, 896, 000 
1, 251, 000 


4, 147, 000 
5, 400, 000 

234, 000 
5, 634, 000 


SSS—————— 
425, 000 


425, 000 
3, 507, 000 


11, 978, 000 
17, 573, 000 


16, 927, 000 
3, 969, 000 
23, 516, 000 


53, 067, 000 
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Summary TaBuLatTron—Continued 
GENERAL SUPPORTING PROGRAMS 


Total 
Land acquisition: Air Force, total 
Restoration of damaged facilities: 


Rehabilitation of substandard quarters: 


ota 
Surface to Air Missiles tactical facilities (inside and outside United 
States): Army, total 
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Miuitary ConstrucrTion ProecraM, ReseERvE CoMPoNENTS 


Alabama: 
VEE 
' National Guard:. New Brockton 


Army National Guard: Juneau, total. ........ cada aee 
‘Air ‘Force Air Guard: Tucson, total 


152, 000 
152, 000 


484, 000 


879, 000 
2, 116, 000 


2, 995, 000 


National Guard: 
Culver City 
Hollister 
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Miuitary Construction Program, ReseERvE COMPONENTS 


California—Continued 
Navy: 
Reserve: 
Los Alamitos $563, 000 
226, 000 
San Rafael 490, 000 


1, 279, 000 


2, 927, 000 


Colorado: a ws 
Army National Guard: Greeley 132, 000 


Air Force Air Guard: Denver 165, 000 
297, 000 


Connecticut: 
Army: 
National Guard: New London 360, 000 
Reserve: Bridgeport-Fairfield 64, 000 


Subtotal 424, 000 
Navy Reserve: New Haven 323, 000 


747, 000 


Army Reserve: Panama City 26, 000 
Georgia: 


Army: 
National Guard: 
Savannah 600, 000 
Gainesville 90, 000 
Calhoun 110, 000 


800, 000 

Reserve: 
Savannah 259, 000 
Tifton 26, 000 
285, 000 


1, 085, 000 
838, 000 


1, 923, 000 


Air Force: 
Air Guard: 
2, 662, 000 
446, 000 
283, 000 


3, 391, 000 
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Miuitary Construction Procram, Res—ERvVE COMPONENTS 
Idaho: 


Army Reserve: 


Bloomington 
Champaign 
Chicago Heights 
East St. Louis 
Evanston 


Navy Reserve: 
Champaign 
Chicago 
Glenview 


National Guard: 
Tell City 
Valparaiso 
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MiuuiTrary ConstrucTION ProGram, Reserve CoMPONENTS 








Indiana—Continued 
Air Force: 
Air Guard: 
DL «.cecasanegetkenwtdeiianwneaienal $238, 000 
IN, occ wccaene cdencnwedateaweveenweaee 238, 000 
CO ae ee 476, 000 
Ne no cincckivexecnigucdeunebeancemaaus 364, 000 
CN tee cntncenitbeuducmatnweddwdeaale 840, 000 
I Seg iC oh dvs cede la to ic gl tan al ae ee a 2, 060, 000 
es 
rmy: 
esses 
EAS in cece reserceeseveknsdactiee ale 29, 000 
I 556 ai cat aaintinis vwni a caratania ne ia ak Se eae 160, 000 
i cccinivceenecess odemawusleeddnateuas 189, 000 
National Guard: Storm Lake---.........------------- 95, 000 
as da ancuscicedeevadbinadaaede eae 284, 000 
Kansas: 
Army: 
TT a a a es 29, 000 
TN I I 5 ac onto ented ar bn Siar tae la 80, 000 
PR aeictctece owas ce cncniwwewn dance nmpebede wee 109, 000 
ED FE Bit aniencsscccctcesecers-sbenes daa 192, 000 
ie es ok RAS ae Sn ead ai wasn i ena 301, 000 
Kentucky: 
Army: 
TID I i cei se ena vw Soh cacenel 160, 000 
DARE RENE, HEUUNINOEO... 0. 6 nin oc sedesusanccucus 130, 000 
a May co ta pes lla sin alas aa dane door 290, 000 
Louisiana: 
Aang, Saserve: 
ica Snr ki sa ac calabapeleiaaaniad tiles nate alee a 28, 000 
ns 6 cn endwewedkns cateGhb eas cadewis naan nel 152, 000 
en ncnkcccadnedodeneeeincesae ache wadae 520, 000 
CRE ois ang aaeitd meld tbe achat aie aa 700, 000 
ES. IO, CE iiicut. dhitkh da ccusconwanabeuindia 178, 000 
Air Force Air Guard: New Orleans---.........---.-.------ 82, 000 
SEG l ei aiaicc aman ould atnem asics waadetiiacn sel aeeeen 960, 000 
Maine 
oy, Reserve: 
ua das bi hn iin ccs ot ak a re ee at 32, 000 
I hs socck ec wlan cl ne neh mck ical gah cand dares noe 32, 000 


I ak carins Side nd gh sh as te ts ita ep i ae ple wo cath tg a a ae ee De 64, 000 
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Miuitary Construction ProGram, ResERvE CoMPONENTS 


Maryland: 
an 
ational Guard: Baltimore (Dundalk) $215, 000 


Reserve: 
Cumberland 288, 000 
Westminster 160, 000 
Subtotal 448, 000 


663, 000 


1 
Navy Reserve, South Weymouth 
Air Force Air Guard: Westfield 


Michigan: 
ee 
ational Guard: Ishpeming 


Reserve: 


Subtotal 
Navy Reserve: Grosse Ile 


Air Force Air Guard: 
Alpena 
Romulus 


Army: 
National Guard: St. Paul (west central) 


Reserve: 


Paynesville 
Wabasha 
Winthrop 
Worthington 
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Miuirary Construction Procram, REsERvE COMPONENTS 


Mississippi: 
Army National Guard: 
Ocean Springs 
Batesville 


Army: 
National Guard: 
Farmington 
Fredericktown 


Navy Reserve: St. Louis 
Air Force Reserve: Richards-Gebaur 


Army National Guard: 


Plentywood 
Butte 


Arm = accgggy Guard: 


New Hampshire: 
Army National Guard: Concord, total 
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Muuitary Construction Program, ReservE CoMPONENTS 
New Jersey: 
er 
ational Guard: 
Cape May Courthouse 


Flemington 
Freehold 


Reserve: 
Las Vegas 
Silver 


Army: 
National Guard: 
a a os wee en ee lla 


ng 
Elizabethtown 


Hempstead- Massapequa 
Malone 
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MiuiTarRy CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM, RESERVE COMPONENTS 


New York—Continued 
Navy Reserve: Whitestone $104, 000 
Air Force Air Guard: Syracuse 656, 000 


3, 148, 000 


North Carolina: 


rmy: 

National Guard: 
Smithfield 
Lasker- Woodland 
Elizabeth City 
Farmville 


North Dakota: 


——- National Guard: Bismarck 
Air Force Air Guard: Fargo 
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Muuitary Construction Procram, Reserve CoMPONENTS 








Ohio—Continued 
See... .succeenecenabentidvhounmane $655, 000 
Air Force Air Guard: Springfield_..............-........--. 105, 000 
inhi nn dee neeeaneeneneneshereeneehes 3, 084, 000 
Oklahoma: 
Army Reserve: 
Aid cnnditieeneeds ene ebpmemnnedpdnieaem dma 29, 000 
ta aie ie nnammne wae sie 29, 000 
a ime rer EE, eal 2 29, 000 
i ehh eel ae, 29, 000 
in tila en eniatctentintseitiitineninnéenmeusbiediona dla 160, 000 
etd dun ebaebneenekscesae ootnawe~ 29, 000 
I ittiteamastnetieneandknessaniommedio 288, 000 
Oklahoma aie anit ac mieniaty nah hinein 501, 000 
al i el en eam bea 160, 000 
ak ce i a eta aids 160, 000 
a ell 1, 414, 000 
Air Force: 
I i inne eeeineide 60, 000 
BE SE Bin. o nnnncccdanconenceancevtndaialn 92, 000 
Wbcb annncenannadidinnmnenenntannandgiliieas 1, 566, 000 
Oregon: 
omy: 
I I a a ia dari themes ash gah we 321, 000 
I ee wa 61, 000 
ai a ae uivennall 382, 000 
Bir Fores Reserve: Portland... .<.<aissasisitd onstwed-nuudds 588, 000 
dn ah ascent dpe ala abanaaadananapiaeied aiiinidaeitetan dita 970, 000 
Pennsylvania: 
my: 
National i ee lmedins 375, 000 
Reserve: 
Allentown-Bethlehem._............-.------------ 302, 000 
DC: 00 che netnenen teen nnen aa SasteeR Sala 30, 000 
i a a alee 136, 000 
Dt. cengthunbebbdaiegmatinnndnaewheaesenio 168, 000 
Dh n<cntmiauinianeninncenennnnaneulitihaee 136, 000 
nie ncntnetee a nidiannmenmamanmeeetewne Anal 168, 000 
ie: nintinenamnnnnan nanan nalaletes 168, 000 
i eee 220, 000 
SI inicutietotpiietibeeneemetinenameadininks 136, 000 
SE tisk sachiiaee satan aeaaiie anaes 1, 464, 000 
titi nnnnanmnnunnnnanitieiiiiisbe 1, 839, 000 
Navy Reserve: Willow Grove. ................-.---.---.-- 797, 000 
Air Force: 
I nn cenanannannnnnnnnnbdidiaistade 60, 000 
ONE See, CR nendoncensnnnnannnesttiidiia che 188, 000 
Pi intccnainintskentininimannteeanenanetaleeeden 248, 000 











~_, 
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Miuitary Construction Procram, RESERVE COMPONENTS 


Puerto Rico: 
Army: National Guard: 


450, 000 

Aguadilla 36, 000 

Salinas 36, 000 

72, 000 

522, 000 

South Carolina: 
my: 
National Guard: 


Jonesville 
Whitmire 
Belton 


South Dakota: 
Army: National Guard, Salem 
Air Force: Air Guard, Sioux Falls 


Army: National Guard: 
ilan 
Livingston 
South Pittsburg 


prey i Reserve, Johnson City 
Air Force: Air Guard, Memphis 


59015 Res., Vol. 5—H. Rept. 811, 86-1, O-61—4 
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Miuitary Construction ProGraM, ResERvVE CoMPONENTS 


Texas: 


i] 


_ 


RERRES 
38383838 


BS 
ss 


Utah: 
Army National Guard: Salt Lake City, total 


Vermont: 
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Miuitary Construction Program, Reserve CoMPoONENTS 
Virginia: 
”N 
ational Guard: Norfolk (Blues) 
Reserve: 


National Guard: Colville 
Reserve: Wenatchee 


West Virginia: 
my 
ational Guard: 


Beckley 
Buckhannon 
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Miurrary Construction Program, Reserve Components 
Wisconsin: 
Army: 
ational Guard: 


La Crosse 
Madison (No. 2) 
a (west) 


Wyoming: 
Army National Guard: Lovell 
Air Force Air Guard: Cheyenne 


Planning, design, minor construction, etc.: 
Army National Guard 
Naval Reserve 


Real estate acquisitions: Army Reserve, total. ...........-.--.--- 
Administration, supervision, etc.: Air Guard 
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